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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Impact of Federal Spending on the Econ-
omy and Welfare of the People of the
State of New York

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oF

HON. JOHN R. PILLION

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr., PILLION. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives from the State of New York
are increasingly concerned with the
harmful impact of Federal spending
upon the economy and the general wel-
fare of the people of the State of New
York.

There is extensive unemployment in
the State of New York. Federal defense
spending has increased on the west coast,
while New York State has suffered sub-
stantial cutbacks in this area. Federal
aid programs increasingly siphon taxes
from the people of the State of New York
for redistribution to other States. The
channeling of wealth out of the State
of New York into other areas of the Na-
tion is unjust per se. This process also
tends to increase total taxes for New
York business and allows other States to
attract new industry and New York State
industry with State and local tax reduc-
tion inducements.

In May 1959, the members of the Re-
publican delegation from the State of
New York unanimously agreed to request
the Library of Congress to compile the
pertinent facts to be used as a basis for
remedial measures. The members of the
Republican delegation from the State of
New York are: Joun TABER, CLARENCE E.
K1LBurN, DEAN P. TAYLOR, R. WALTER
RienLMAN, EATHARINE ST. GEORGE, WIL-
LIAm E. MirLEr, HaAroOLD C. OSTERTAG, J.
ERNEST WHARTON, FRANK J. BECKER, AL~

BERT H. BoscH, STEVEN B. DEROUNIAN,
Francis C. DorN, PauL A, FiNo, JOEN R.
PiLLION, JOHN H. RAY, STUYVESANT WAIN=-
WRIGHT, Epwin B. DooLEY, HowaArD W.
RoBisoN, RoOBERT R. BARRY, SEYMOUR
HALPERN, JoHN V. LINDSAY, ALEXANDER
PirNiE, JESSIcA McC. WEIs, and CHARLES
E. GOODELL.

On July 29, the Library of Congress
submitted its report to this group. This
study is confined to fiscal year 1958, end-
ing June 30, 1958. The following ex-
tracted data glaringly points up the sys-
tematic Federal extraction of the wealth
and earnings out of New York State's
citizens:

New York's percentage of the Nation’s
population: 9.5 percent.

Percentage of Federal tax collected in
New York State: 19.52 percent.

Federal tax revenues, fiscal year 1958:
$76.06 billion.

Federal taxes paid by New York State,
adjusted on the basis of the origin of tax:
$10.1 billion.

Percentage of Federal tax paid by New
York State on basis of origin of tax:
13.28 percent.

Total Federal
$80.49 billion.

Federal expenditures and grants 1958
for New York State: $7,565 billion.

Percentage of Federal expenditures
and grants 1958 for New York State:
9.40 percent.

Net loss in 1958 to New York State—
difference between tax revenues paid
by origin and Federal expenditures plus
grants to New York State: $2.45 billion.

The net loss of $2.45 billion amounts
to the payment by each man, woman,
and child in New York State of about
$155 more in Federal taxes than the
average citizen of the United States.
This huge sum of $2.45 billion is more
than the annual total tax revenues of the
State of New York. It amounts to an
overpayment to the Federal Government
by the citizens of New York State of an

expenditures, 1958:

amount more than the total New York
State tax.

FEDERAL GRANTS-IN-AID

New York State is particularly and se-
verely penalized in the field of Federal
grants-in-aid. The expansion of this
type of Federal activity is a most serious
threat to the economy and the political
well-being of the State of New York.

Federal grants-in-aid in the year 1925
amounted to $124 million. Federal
grants-in-aid in 1958 totaled $7.42 bil-
lion, an increase of 6,000 percent over
the space of 33 years.

In 1958, Federal aid payments in New
York State were $482 million out of the
national figure of $7.42 billion. The per-
centage receipts for New York State is
6.5 percent as compared to its popula-
tion of 9.5 percent and its taxpayments
—by origin—of 13.28 percent.

There are 105 different grants-in-aid.
Each of them have different formulas
or criteria for the distribution of Fed-
eral funds. There is no uniform or cen-
tral rationale or objective.

In practical effect, Federal aid is so-
cialization on the State level. Wealth
and earnings are siphoned off from one
group of States and redistributed to
other States.

CONCLUDING REPORT

The Republican Members of the
House representing the State of New
York express their gratitude to the Li-
brary of Congress and particularly to
the members of the staff who worked so
diligently on this thorough and exhaus-
tive report.

A concluding report is expected to be
submitted by the Library of Congress
in January 1960. This report will gather
the statutes, formulas, rules, regulations,
and policies relating to the allocation
and expenditures of Federal funds to
States or other geographic areas.

Summarizing, tables I and II of this
report are presented:

TasLe I.—Estimates of Federal tax revenues by State of origin and expenditures by State of recipient or activily, fiscal year 1958

Amount per Amount per $1,000 Amount per Amount per $1,000
Aggregate capita of personal Aggregate capita of personal
incomes 1 incomes 1
Tax Expend- Tax Expend-

Etate revenue |itures b Tax Expend- Tax Expend- State revenue |itures b; Tax Expend- Tax Expend-
b‘iy State | State of | revenue | itures | revenue itures b?r State | Btate of | revenue | itures | revenue | itures
of origin | recipient (see (see (see (see ol origin | recipient (see (see (see (sea

(see or activ- tabla table table table (see or activ- table table table table
table ity (see 1v) VII) Iv) VII) table ity (see Iv) VIiL) Iv) ViI)
1) table I1T) table

VID VII)

Continental 347 $316 $101 $176
United States Millions| Millions 362 885 200 294
{total) .~ —c_—...- §80, 400 447 £460 $220 $233 a7 356 202 262

a15 349 201 225
Alab 705 1,244 251 390 191 208 352 481 229 200
Arizona_. 431 603 400 543 27 303 474 716 220 3356
Arkansas. 410 624 230 352 201 307 533 555 227 246
California, 7,671 9,653 553 684 218 275 465 360 214 168
Col 1 T8 918 435 544 27 75 303 330 212 180
Connecticut. 1, 563 1, 503 680 656 246 237 178 307 184 319
Dl 417 244 061 549 348 203 434 439 23 226
District of Columbl: 634 1,087 652 1,333 256 5626 am 414 202 223
Florida. 2,004 1,000 476 462 267 266 547 363 378 198 207
Greorgia. 1,102 1, 664 202 438 204 808 || Nevada. ... 166 160 634 605 257 248
Idahao. 234 @ 363 347 224 217 || New Hampshire. .... 250 269 437 465 235 253
Ilinols B, 289 4, 268 545 436 224 181 || New Jersoy__.____._.. 3,054 2, 860 544 505 217 204
Indiana 1,775 1, 804 304 307 195 198 || New Mexico... 280 512 345 618 200 366

See footnotes at end of table.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION
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TasLe I.—Estimates of Federal tax revenues by State of origin and expenditures by State of recipient or activity, fiscal year 1958—Continued
Amount per Amount per $1,000 ¥ Amount per Amount per $1,000
Aggregate capita of personal Aggregate capita of personal
incomes ! incomes !
Tax Expend- Tax Expend- 3
State revenue | itures by Tax Expend- Tax Expend- State revenue | itures by Tax Expend- Tax Expend-
by State | State of | revenue | itures | revenue itures by Btate | State of | revenue | itures | revenue | itures
of origin | recipient (see (see (see (see of origin | recipient (see (see (see (see
(see or activ- table table table table (see or activ- table table table table
table ity (see 1v) VID) Iv) vin table ity (see 1V) VII) V) vin
1T table n table
VII) VII)
Millions | Millions Millions | Millions
New York. . .........| #10,101 7, 565 $625 $467 $2u47 §185 23, $4, 402 $380 §475 $213 $200
North Carolina. 1,219 1,601 273 355 206 270 201 885 347 451 202 267
North Dakota. ... 160 214 2 J0 206 232 151 130 408 340 241 207
Ohio. 4,437 3,072 482 428 214 161 1,818 2,530 344 654 209 403
Oklah 73 1, 067 42 470 210 200 1,179 2,062 433 7il 204 356
Oregon......... 711 610 408 7 210 180 501 534 301 272 163 174
ennsylvanin. 5,325 4,472 484 404 228 192 1,611 1,326 47 o 217 179
Rhode Island . ... 406 501 474 579 7 202 143 174 450 546 221 27
Bouth Carolina_ 520 800 223 377 180 322 08 feaout st 3 S 4 1 IR e
South Dakota....-..- 194 258 279 an 180 240 2 B PSR o B 208 ) e iae
Tennesses. . ..-ee---- 081 1,006 285 17 205 225

1 In the supporting tables, these amounts are expressed as percentages of personal

incomes.

? Not included in total or average for continental United States. The expen:
estimates apply only to the continental area (48 States and the District of Columbia).

diture

TasLe II.—Percentages and index numbers for estimates of Federal tax revenues, by State of origin and expenditures by State of recipient

or aclivity, fiscal year 1958

Estimated percent Estimated percent
of continental Index numbers (U.8, average=100) of continental Index numbers (U.8. average=100)
United States United States
Expendi- | Per capita amount | Amount per $1,000 ) Expendi- | Per capita amount | Amount $1,000
State Tax tures by | relative to U.8. | of personal incomes, State Tax tures by | relative to U.8. | of personal incomes,
revenue | State of average relative to U.8. revenue | State of average relative to U.8.
by State | recipient average by State | recipient average
of origin | or activ- of origin | or activ-
(see table | ity (see (see table | ity (see
V) table Tax Expend- Tax Expend- 1V) table Tax Expend- Tax Expend-
VII) revenue | itures | revenue itures VI revenue | itures | revenue | itures
Continental 2.42 2,32 o 04 101 o
nil 34 .35 85 88 22 96
100. 00 10000 1. o sl e S L g 7 .69 .68 81 81 90 89
100 100 100 100 .22 .20 142 129 117 106
New I .33 .33 98 o 107 108
104 1.556 56 83 87 128 || New Jersey.......... 4.02 3.56 122 108 8 87
.57 < TH 80 116 98 130 || New Mexico .37 .4 (i 132 91 157
. .78 52 75 a1l 132 vew York.. .. 13.28 9. 40 140 100 112 kil
10.08 11. 99 124 146 9 118 North Carolina. 1. 60 1.99 61 76 93 116
.95 1.14 7 116 8 118 || North Dakota. .25 27 66 70 a3 9
2.05 1.88 154 140 112 102 hio 5.83 4.93 108 91 97 82
.65 .30 215 117 168 B7 1.02 1.33 Vi 100 95 124
.70 1.36 146 285 116 225 .93 .76 o1 T4 95 i d
2.64 2.48 107 90 121 114 7.00 B. 56 108 B 104 82
1. 45 2.07 G5 e 93 132 5 « 53 .62 106 124 107 125
.81 .28 81 74 102 93 || South Carolina__ .70 1,12 50 B0 86 138
6. 95 5.30 122 93 102 78 || South Dakota........ .25 .32 63 70 82 103
2,33 2.2 88 85 88 85 || T 129 1.36 04 68 03 8
1.27 1.10 78 68 87 75 || 1 4.58 547 85 101 9 114
1.00 1.82 81 148 91 165 +38: .48 78 06 92 115
1,11 1. 36 G2 76 92 1nz2 0 .16 o1 75 110 £9
127 1.34 71 75 f1 96 173 3.15 i A 140 95 173
.47 B 86 103 104 125 1. 56 2. 56 97 160 92 153
1.80 2.60 106 153 100 144 .78 . 66 67 58 87 76
3.39 3.34 119 118 103 106 2,12 1. 656 93 73 99 Vi
4,71 3.48 104 v 7 72 .19 .22 101 17 100 116
Minnesota. 1.72 L.37 88 70 06 77 .09 b1 ) PN R 82 fovvusiisin
Mississippi. -~ .61 .83 40 66 83 137 .20 81 | 02

1 Not included in total or average for continental United States,

C. D, McNamee, Great Newspaperman and
OQutstanding Citizen

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OoF
HON. ROBERT P. GRIFFIN

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Salurday, September 12, 1959

Mr. GRIFFIN, Mr. Speaker, a great
newspaperman, and one of Michigan’s
outstanding citizens recently retired as
editor of the Muskegon (Mich.) Chron-
icle published in the Ninth Congressional
District, which I have the honor to repre-

sent. Mr. C. D. McNamee steps down
after he devoted 51 years of his life earn-
ing a reputation as one of Michigan’s top
journalists.

Mr. McNamee's distinguished news-
paper career hegan in 1908 with the
Owosso (Mich.) Press-American. He
served as a reporter and editor with the
Detroit Tribune from 1911 to 1917.
When he left the old Detroit Tribune 42
years ago, he joined the staff of the Mus-
kegon Chronicle, serving first as a county
and city reporter, then as associate edi-
tor beginning in 1925, and managing edi-
tor beginning in 1936, and, finally, as
editor since 1950.

His many readers and those who have
worked for him over the years revere and

respect Mr. McNamee as a man who
knows his business as a newspaperman,
who is firm in his convictions, and who
has never hesitated to take a forthright
public position on vital issues affecting
his community, State and Nation.

Throughout the period of his editor-
ship, Mr. McNamee was eminently suc-
cessful in his dedicated efforts to publish
a newspaper which was interesting to
read, complete in its coverage of national
and local affairs, forthrightly independ-
ent in its leadership in public affairs, and
highly influential not only in western
Michigan buf throughout the State.

In addition to the long hours which
he spent at his editor’s desk, Mr.
MeNamee always found time for great
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personal sacrifices in time and effort in
a wide variety of civic activities. To
mention only a few of his community
interests, Mr. McNamee provided out-
standing leadership in the organization
of the West Shore Symphony, the Mus-
kegon Civic Theater Association, the
Greater Muskegon Community Chest; he
has been a tireless leader in the Boy
Scouts organization; and he pioneered
the establishment of the commission-
manager form of city government for
Muskegon.

Over the years, he has been the re-
cipient of many honors and awards for
distinguished service; for example, he
received the distinguished service award
of the Michigan Department of the Ma-
rine Corps League, he was cited by Tem-
ple B'nai Israel in 1952 as the outstand-
ing Christian of the year, and, more re-
cently, a special resolution of apprecia-
tion was adopted by the Muskegon City
Commission in recognition of his leader-
ship in successful community efforts to
attract new industry to Muskegon.

A few months ago, Mr, McNamee re-
ceived the annual award of the Mich-
igan United Conservation Clubs, honor-
ing the Muskegon Chronicle as the out-
standing newspaper in the State of
Michigan for its reporting of conserva-
tion news.

Mr., McNamee has been active for
many years in such professional organ-
izations as the American Society of
Newspapermen, the Michigan Press As-
sociation, the Associated Press Manag-
ing Editors Association, and the Uni-
versity of Michigan Press Association.
He served as a lecturer in the Univer-
sity of Michigan School of Journalism.

He has always taken a particular in-
terest and genuine pride in the train-
ing of young journalists. His cub re-
porters usually found him to be a rough
taskmaster at the beginning, but they
soon learned that his example and de-
manding standards provided invaluable
guidelines for their own careers.

Mr. McNamee’s half-century of serv-
ice as a newspaperman and civic leader
stands as a record of outstanding
achievement worthy of the attention
and recognition of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my col-
leagues in the Congress and my con-
stituents, I warmly extend to Mr.
MecNamee the wish that he may enjoy
many happy years of refirement and
good health.

Petroleum Industry Centennial

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OoF

HON. CARROLL D. KEARNS

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, the 100th
anniversary of the birth of the petroleum
industry in Titusville, Pa., August 27,
1859, was celebrated the week of Au-
gust 23 through 29, 1959.

It was indeed a great honor to have
the Honorable Arthur E. Summerfield,
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the Postmaster General of the United
States, as the speaker on the auspicious
occasion of the dedication of a new post-
age stamp, issued in commemoration of
the drilling of the first commercial oil
well by Col. Edwin Drake.

As a Member of Congress from the 24th
Congressional District of Pennsylvania,
I consider that it was a high tribute to
my district and to the oil industry to
have the Postmaster General take time
out of his busy schedule to make this
contribution to ‘the sueccess of the oil
centennial.

Income Tax Deductions

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OoF

HON. DANTE B. FASCELL

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I call to
the attention of my colleagues in the
House a bill I introduced today to allow
our taxpayers a deduction for income
tax purposes for all charges levied by a
municipality, county or other local gov-
ernment. The term “charges” refers to
any tax, special assessment, fee, or other
service charges which is established and
imposed by the local government for the
performance of a service or the provision
of a local improvement, which the tax-
payer has no option to reject. These
public services include sewage disposal,
water, garbage-trash collection, utilities,
recreation, roadbuilding, welfare, and
other services deemed necessary or
desirable.

The need for consideration of such
legislation was called to my attention by
a very active civie group in my congres-
sional district. The Opa-locka (Fla.)
Civic Improvement League conducted a
survey of 114 cities located in 44 States
to determine what services they were
providing their residents and the meth-
ods used in financing the services. Re-
sults of the survey showed some cities
finance public services through general
revenue collections; others by imposition
of service charges for the individual
items; others by a combination of both
methods. In all cases, there is a wide
variance in the rate of taxation or as-
sessment; one thing they all have in
common: the charge is imposed by the
local government, the taxpayer having
no option to reject it.

Under existing law, taxes paid which
tend to increase the value of the prop-
erty assessed are not deductible from in-
come tax. On the other hand, taxes paid
directly under the classification of “real
property taxes"—which in some cities
support all or most of the public serv-
ices—are tax deductible. Therefore, in
those communities where the real-prop-
erty tax is substantial and there is little
or no use made of the so-called service
charge, fee, or assessment, the taxpayers
residing therein enjoy a tax deduction
for these payments, In other commu=-
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nities where the tax rate on real property
is low and the revenue to finance public
services is collected through individual
service charges or fees, these residents
are not allowed such a tax advantage on
the theory that such taxes tend to in-
crease the value of the property assessed.
This policy penalizes the citizens of those
communities where the local government
is forced to levy these service charges and
assessments in order to equitably dis-
tribute the cost of municipal services and

jpublic improvements.

I submit the basic theory for discrimi-
nating « between these two types of
charges is unrealistic and outmoded. We
have witnessed in the last 20 years a tre-
mendous mushrooming of our communi-
ties with the resultant demand for more
and better roads, hospitals, sewage sys-
tems, water-supply facilities, and the
like. With the wide range of revenue
sources already tapped by the Federal
Government, local governments are
hard-pressed for taxing sources with
which to provide and support such serv-
ices. The service-charge method there-
fore has been gaining in popularity, as a
means to furnish necessary and needed
services and improvements.

In the interest of being fair and treat-
ing all taxpayers equitably, I feel it
should make no difference to the Federal
Government whether or not local serv-
ice and improvements are financed un-
der the general taxation method or the
special taxation method. :

Congress took a step in this direction
when the law was amended in 1954 to
allow a deduction for taxes assessed by
special districts for debt retirement and
capital purposes. To be deductible, the
assessment must be levied annually at a
uniform rate on the same assessed value
of real property in the district, including
improvements, as is used for purposes of
the real property tax generally. Deduc-
tion was also allowed for the amount of
local taxes properly allocable to main-
tenance or interest charges,

With the tremendous variance in the
rate of taxation or assessment and with
the different methods of collection in
common use, I feel the Congress should
seriously consider this legislation making
all charges imposed by municipalities tax
deductible. Then it will be up to each
local government to collect for these
functions in the manner best suited to its
own individual situation.

I introduced this bill today in the hope
that the Ways and Means Committee
will request the appropriate govern-
mental reports on this question and that
all individuals and groups who share an
interest in it, will participate in the con-
sideration of it. The bill and this state-
ment in support of it are necessarily
broad and I would expect more definitive
amendments would be made to it after
consideration by the committee. While
it is expected that the Treasury Depart-
ment will once again voice its opposition
to the bill because of the anticipated loss
of revenue, I feci that justice to all tax-
payers and the interest that this Govern-
ment certainly has in the development of
our communities will far outweigh any
such objection.
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Savoia Lodge, Sons of Italy
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. PHILIP J. PHILBIN

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr., PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, under
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include
therein a recent excerpt from the cele-
brated Clinton Daily Item containing re-
marks in part which I made at the 50th
anniversary celebration of the Savoia
Lodge, Sons of Italy. This occasion was
one of several very well arrangzed pro-
grams which were formulated by the
able committee in charge of the lodge's
50th anniversary celebration.

The banquet was held in the imposing
edifice, the Clinton Town Hall, anc was
largely atiended by members of the or-
ganization, their families and many of
their friends, including distinguished
leaders of the bar, bench, and the public
service.

I felt privileged indeed to add my
voice to those which were raised in
praise of the lodge; its members; its
illustrious history, its many contribu-
tions to the country, the vital and in-
spiring role which citizens of Italian
ancestry have played in developing the
economy, strengthening of the Nation
in peacetime and defending the country
in time of peril. It would take many
phrases indeed to elaborate adequately
upon the great achievements and loyal
citizenship and service of our dear
friends of Italian ancestry.

Many volumes could be written on this
subject, yet I was proud on this oceasion
to add my humble words to immany that
were spoken ahout the contributions of
this outstanding group of Americans.

The people of the rich Italian heri-
tage are very dear to me and have been
a source of constant encouragement and
support. I express warm gratitude to
them for their inspiring loyalty and
monumental achievements.

May this great, outstanding group
continue to receive choicest blessings of
the good Lord. May they steadfastly
move into the future reinspired and re-
dedicated to the high ideals they
exemplify.

‘The excerpts follow:

CONGRESSMAN PHILBIN Pays TRIBUTE TO
Savoia MEMBERS

Speaking at the 50th anniversary of Savoia
Lodge, Sons of Italy, Saturday night, Con-
gressman Puaiure J. PEHmsmN highly extolled
the contributions of that body and the Italo-
American group as a whole.

“The patriotism, loyalty and achievements
of people of Italian blood in war and in peace
in behalf of the community, State, and Na-
tion could never be exceeded by any other
group,” sald PHILBIN.

“The history of this great organization in
our beautiful town covers a period of marked
material progress and advancement never be-
fore equaled in the entire history of the
world.

“But it has been a period of great stress
and turmoil as well—three bloody wars and
now the cold war, an uneasy peace so-called,
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severely testing the fiber, stamina and cour-
age of our people,

*It has been the hard work, honest, law-
abiding, God-fearing citizenship of your
group, and other fine Americans like you,
your faith in and devotion to basic spiritual
values of religion and patriotism that has
enabled you to play such a vital, constructive
role in sustaining the moral integrity and
the safety and security of the Nation.

“With your great reliance in the Almighty
and your high purpose and determination to
preserve your ideals and rich heritage, the
future of your great organization is bound
to be a continued and growing contribution
to Clinton and the country.

“I heartily congratulate and compliment
you and wish for you all very many happy,
glorious, successful years of service to your
fellow man and devotion to our great
Nation.”

Monetary Gimmicks Are No Substitute for
Fiscal Integrity

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OoF

HON. JACKSON E. BETTS

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. BETTS. Mr. Speaker, in the last
three decades the United States has
spent itself into a position of impending
financial crisis,. That crisis is inevi-
table only if we disregard the warning
signs, continue the mistakes of the past
30 years, and refuse to deal forthrightly
with our Nation’s fiscal affairs.

The record of the past 30 years indi-
cates that despite unprecedented tax
burdens we have spent more than our
income so that the public indebtedness
has increased 17-fold from $16.8 billion
in 1931 to upwards of $290 billion at the
present time, In the last 30 years the
Federal Government has had annual
budgetary deficits in 25 years, or 83
percent of the time, ranging from the
smallest annual deficit of $462 million
up to $54 billion. It is not being a Cas-
sandra to say that if we continue in
the next 5 years the mistakes we have
made in the past 30 years, we will be
inviting inflation, retarding economic
growth, and possibly bringing about the
destruction of our free enterprise econ-
omy.

Mr. Speaker, the President of the
United States has said that matters
dealing with debt management are the
most important legislative issues to come
before the Congress in the current ses-
sion. The President was not crying,
“Wolf"”; he was not advocating a resort
to fiscal gimmicks. He was admonishing
the Nation that we must face the fiscal
and economic facts with realistic de-
termination to put our house in order.
The simple truths are: we cannot spend
ourselves rich; we cannot pay today’s
bills with tomorrow's taxes; we cannot
solve anything with fiscal quackery; we
cannot repeal basic economic laws even
if we were willing to accept totali-
tarian regimentation; we must govern
ourselves with fiscal rhyme and mone-
tary reason.

September 12

Mr. Speaker, I recently noticed in the
Recorp that one of my distinguished
colleagues was advocating what I regard
as the gimmick approach to dealing with
our Nation’s fiscal affairs. It was alleged
by this colleague that it was the admin-
istration that had raised the interest
rates, and that it was the administra-
tion that had imposed higher interest
rates, not only on the American people,
but also on the other nations of the free
world. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that my
distinguished colleague was wrong in his
ascribed reasons for rising interest rates,
wrong in his analysis of their effect, and
wrong in his proposed solution.

Mr. Speaker, this colleague stated that
all that was necessary to enable the
Treasury Department to sell Government
bonds at 44 percent or less was for the
administration simply to reduce interest
rates. He implied that this could be
done by requiring the Federal Reserve
to support the Government bond market.
This would mean that the Federal Re-
serve would stand ready, as it did for the
9 inflation-ridden years ending in 1951,
to buy all Government bonds offered by
holders, presumably at par.

Let us look at the plan proposed by
this gimmick advocate so that it can be
seen for exactly what it is—an inflation-
spawning monster.

The active money supply of this coun-
try is now about $140 billion. Moreover,
about $140 billion of marketable Govern-
ment securities are held by private in-
vestors. What my colleague is advo-
cating, then, is that the Federal Reserve
adopt policies that could almost imme-
diately add this additional $140 billion or
so to the existing money supply. Be=
cause, if any investor, at any time and
regardless of conditions, could convert
his marketable Government securities
into cash at par, these securities would
in fact be the equivalent of money.

It does not take an expert in economie
theory to realize the disastrous conse-
quences of a doubling of the money sup-
ply in a short time. We would be dou-
bling the flow of money to purchase
available goods and services. This
would have a major impact on the cost
of living and would destroy meaningful
economic growth. With the economy
already operating at a very high level,
the only possible result would be gallop-
ing inflation. This would inevitably be
followed by a financial crisis involving
wholesale redemptions of sa
bonds—of which more than $50 billion
are outstanding—and determined efforts
by people both here and abroad to get rid
of dollars so as to purchase property,
gold, other currencies—anything that
appeared safe.

This is not the whole story—my col-
league who advocates that the Federal
Reserve should peg the Government
bond market understands full well that
when the Federal Reserve buys $1 of
Government securities, the purchase
provides the basis for a $6 expansion in
bank deposits and the money supply. So
what we have here is the advocacy of a
plan fhat could promote new money
creation with a vengeance, along with
t.t{:lerml'llppling inflation that would be sure

ollow.
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Mr. Speaker, the time is long overdue
for us to call a spade a spade. To
promise to all private holders of Govern-
ment securities that they can always get
dollar for dollar for their securities is
tantamount to financing the Govern-
ment’s requirements by eranking up the
printing press and issuing greenbacks.
Why bother to issue securities in the
first place. If they are to be freely con-
vertible into cash? Why not save the
cost of printing the securities by taking
the direct step of printing the money?

The advocates of Federal Reserve
Board support of Government bond
prices point out that we had Federal
Reserve support prior to 1951 and claim
that things did not turn out badly then.
Wholesale prices doubled during that
period. I wouldn't call that an exactly
happy development. It is true that dur-
ing part of that time our Nation was at
war but the primary fault for the infla-
tion was the manner in which we
financed the war—too much money crea=-
tion, too much reliance on Federal Re-
serve support of the Government’s
securities market, too much of exactly
the same type of policies that my col-
league is advocating today, in a period
of peace and prosperity.

My colleague who was speaking in the
well of the House the other day went on
to say that the so-called high interest
rate policies in this country have
brought about high interest rates
abroad. Germany was mentioned as an
example. I don’t believe that any one
could convince the German people—es-
pecially the older generation—which re-
calls the disastrous inflation of the
1920’s—that sound money, even if it
means high interest rates, is to be
avoided. The German people know
what inflation means and what it can
do. They know that it wiped out their
savings, paralyzed their industry, and
provided the basis for a rise to power
of one of the most ruthless dictatorships
this world has ever known. And they
know too that their phenomenal eco-
nomic gain since the end of World War
II could not have been possible without
the discipline of sound money.

These people abroad—the Germans,
the French, and many others—have
learned from hitter experience that you
cannot compromise with inflation.
They are now showing that they are
willing to accept the disciplines that are
essential if integrity of their currencies
is to be maintained. And they realize
full well that a central bank is not a
toy to be used for money creation at the
whim of the easy money inflationists.
Instead, the central bank must be a re-
sponsible institution that is devoted first,
last, and always to the frue economic
well-being of all the people. :

Mr, Speaker, if these advocates of
printing press money and Federal Re-
serve Government financing want infla-
tion, if they want a managed economy
with governmental regimentation, if
they want to destroy the value of the
dollar, let them advocate such a posi-
tion without posing in the posture of one
who has an easy solution to a grave and
serious national problem. In that way
the American people will be able to de-
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cide what course our Nation should
take—the road to inflationary disaster
or the road to fiscal discipline through
paying our own way.

Imports and Qur Domestic Mass Produc-
tion Industries

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. VICTOR A. KNOX

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. ENOX. Mr. Speaker, within the
past few years the foreign commerce of
the United States has undergone revolu-
tionary changes of vast long-range sig-
nificance to this Nation and every eciti-
zen in it. Yet, so far, only a few isolated
voices have been raised to point out the
tremendous problems created by this
transformation in our trade.

For the first time, the emphasis in our
import trade has shifted to manufac-
tured goods produced in mass volume by
some of the largest domestic industries.
Automobiles are a prime example; steel
is another; electrical appliances and
office equipment are others.

These great mass-production indus-
tries, providing employment for hun-
dreds of thousands of workers, are those
to which the Nation will look first to pro-
vide jobs for our expanding population.
In the next 10 years, our economy must
create employment for 10 million to 15
million more Americans. This can only
be accomplished if our largest industries
set the pace for economic expansion.

However, in many instances, it is these
very industries which now confront in-
tensified competition from abroad, not
only in the U.S. market but in export
markets the world over. Under these
conditions, can we reasonably expect in-
dustrial expansion to keep pace with the
job requirements of our growing popu-
lation?

American taxpayers, under decisions
and commitments made by their Gov-
ernment representatives, have pumped
tens of billions of dollars in economies
abroad. The unprecedented generosity
of the American people has restored the
world economy, raising standards of liv-
ing to new heights, opening new vistas
of opportunity and prosperity to free
peoples everywhere.

No thoughtful American will begrudge
the fact that our friends abroad have
never had it so good. As citizens of the
most prosperous nation in all history,
Americans faced up to the obligations
of international brotherhood. Willingly,
we have diverted great shares of wealth
and resources to those less fortunate, so
that they too could enjoy the fruits of
free men's initiative, imagination, and
enterprise.

However, there must be a limit to the
sacrifices that a single nation, however
great and prosperous, can make in be-
half of its friends and allies. There must
be a point of diminishing return, a point
at which the cost becomes too great to
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justify the effort. I suggest that we have
reached this point insofar as our foreign
trade policies have contributed to the
dynamic development of competitive
economies abroad.

Two recent accounts of thriving con-
ditions in foreign mass-producing indus-
tries underscore this fact. Both reports
appeared in the magazine Business
Week:

FOREIGN STEELMAKERS BoosT OUTPUT, EN=-
LARGE THEIR SHARE OF WORLD MARKET

With the steel strike in its sixth week,
executives of the struck U.S. mills are closely
watching the speedy progress of steelmakers
in Western Europe and Japan. Foreign steel
companies are boosting their share of world
steel markets—including the United States.

Steelmakers in West Germany and Japan
are enjoying the liveliest boom. But steel
output is also curving upward in France,
Britain, and Italy.

In West Germany, steel producers are
headed for a new output record of more than
30 million tons. Renewed capital invest-
ment and machinery exports have helped
boost demand this year.

In Japan, the industry has been setting
records all year, thanks to rising exports
and a capital spending boom. With pro-
duction likely to top 15 million tons this
year—about 2 million tons over 1958—Japan
threatens to displace France as the world's
fifth largest steelmaker. Some of Japan's
steel companies are getting ready to ask the
World Bank for loans for a $300 million ex-
pansion program to raise capacity to 25 mil-
lion tons in 1965.

In Britain, steel output has reached 80
percent of the industry's 26-million-ton
capacity. While investment still remains
low, an upsurge in autos and appliances is
adding to steel consumption. Auto produc-
tion, in fact, has been gobbling up steel so
fast that a shortage of sheet is feared.

In France, steel production has climbed
almost 5 percent above last year’s record
level. Aided by devaluation, the French in-
dustry has managed to improve its share
of Europe's growing steel market by being
able to offer lower prices.

In Italy, steelmakers also enjoy expanding
sales because of the Common Market. One
sign of expansion is the Government's pro-
posal to establish a new l-million-ton steel
plant in southern Italy.

TrANSISTOR RADIO MAKERS WILL MARKET

JAPANESE MobELS UNDER U.S. LABELS

In the past year, the U.8. electronics in-
dustry has watched Japanese manufacturers
grab more than half the market here for
transistor radios—largely by sales under
Japanese labels. Now, some companies have
decided to meet the foreign competition by
marketing Japanese-made radios under their
own U.8. trade names.

Latest transistor radio manufacturer to
Jjoin the importers is big Emerson Radio &
Phonograph Corp. Through its international
bargaining subsidiary, Emerson has con-
cluded an agreement with Tokyo's Standard
Radio Corp. to import 100,000 radios in com-
ing months. Emerson officials say it is making
the move because Japanese companies are
making radios and parts too small to be pro=-
duced competitively in the United States.
Emerson, which will sell the imports under
its Jefferson Travis label, follows Motorola,
Inc., as the second big radio maker to move
into the Japanese import field.

Meanwhile, Tokyo's Ministry of Interna-
tional Trade and Industry is spurring Japa-
nese efforts to make electronic computers,
MITI plans to sponsor a company—~50 per-
cent privately owned—to produce 50 com-
puters next year, and more than that in each
succeeding year.
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The American steel industry provides
perhaps the classic current study of im-
port penetration into a long-established,
mass-production domestic industry.
Even before the strike, imports were
climbing dramatically. In the first 6
months of 1959, nearly 2 million tons of
foreign steel landed here, against some
1.7 million tons in all of 1958.

With domestic manufacturers immo-
bilized by the work stoppage, foreign
steel producers are devoting every effort
to gaining a strong and permanent foot-
hold in the American market, as well as
capturing American markets abroad.
And regardless of the outcome of the
strike, there is considerable doubt that
American steelmakers will be able to
regain these losses.

For instance, one of this country’s
largest can manufacturers is now buying
tinplate from Great Britain for its fac-
tories on the west coast. Even though
this tinplate is shipped thousands of
miles, and through the Panama Canal, it
is still 5 percent cheaper than tinplate
manufactured in California.

The chief executive of a major Ameri-
can steel company added a new dimen-
sion to the competition facing his in-
dustry when he reported that agents of
Japanese steel producers insist that
American customers agree to continue
buying their steel after the strike ends if
they expect to receive any now.

Another problem worrying the Amer-
ican steel industry is the rising volume
of imports of foreign products in which
steel is a primary component. Automo-
biles are a case in point. Imports of for-
eign cars will probably exceed 600,000 in
1959, compared to 57,000 in 1955 and
260,000 in 1957.

Exports of American cars, on the other
hand, have declined appreciably. If the
present export pace continues, our auto
exports will not exceed 115,000 in 1959, or
less than 25 percent of the import vol-
ume. A scant 10 years ago we exported
10 cars for every 1 we imported.

Signs of crisis abound throughout our
foreign trade structure. More than 2
million transistor radios will reach here
from Japan in 1959; in fact, 6 of every
10 Japanese transistor sets exported find
their way into the American market.

Imports of steel pipe and tubing sur-
passed 200,000 tons last year, upon nearly
300 percent since 1955, and so far this
year imports are running some 30 per-
cent ahead of last year's pace.

As my committee colleague from Penn=
sylvania [Mr. Smvmeson] informed the
House a few days ago, the CONGRESSIONAL
REecorp is stitched with British wire be-
cause American producers, meeting
American wage standards, cannot match
their competitors’ prices.

In 1950 the United States imported
2,000 tons of wire rope; in the first 5
months of 1959 imports of this product
exceeded 16,000 tons. Records of the
Independent Wire Rope Manufacturers
Association reveal that the U.S. Navy, a
large buyer of wire rope, gives most of its
business to foreign mills. In 1958 the
Navy's General Stores Supply Office in
Philadelphia bought $470,144 worth of
wire rope; of this sum, 73 percent, or
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nearly $350,000, went fo oversea manu-
facturers.

In the last fiscal year, the Tennessee
Valley Authority, a large consumer of
heavy electrical equipment, paid nearly
$18 million to foreizn manufacturers of
turbines and generators. This was more
than three times the total outlay by TVA
for foreign-made goods in all previous
25 years of its existence.

It is not really necessary at this time
to reexamine the reasons for the amaz-
ing upsurge of import competition. It
can be summed up simply: We cannot
match their prices.

And one of the major factors in our
failure to remain competitive in a broad
range of industries is clearly illustrated
by a few uncomplicated statistics, as
follows:

In West Germany the average hourly
wage for nonfarm workers is 53 cents;
in France, 62 cents—and that makes
French workers the highest paid in the
European Common Market; in Italy, 34
cents; in the Netherlands, 38 cents; in
Benelux, 53 cents. Surprisingly, all of
these hourly rates, pitifully low by our
standards, reflect increases of 19 to 38
percent since 1855.

The American garment industry, sorely
distressed by a flood of imports from the
Far East, supply additional data on com-
parative wages. The American garment
worker draws $2.12 per hour, including
fringe benefits, for a 40-hour week. The
Japanese garment worker receives 14
cents, including fringe benefits, for a
50-hour week; the garment worker in
Hong Kong is even worse off, collecting
less than 10 cents per hour. Labor costs
account for ahout one-third of the total
cost of manufacturing men's suits.

With such a disparity in wage rates
at home and abroad, it is not surprising
that more than 3,000 American compa-
nies, including 99 of our 100 biggest in-
dustrial corporations, are now engaged
in production at overseas facilities. It
is not surprising that direct U.S. private
investment abroad has more than dou-
bled since 1950. It is not surprising that
American business expects sales from its
foreign operations to increase at twice
or more the pace of export sales in the
next 10 years.

In short, the problems created by cur-
rent trends in foreign commerce, espe-
cially when weighed against the urgency
of creating at least 10 million more jobs
at home in the mext decade, seem so
clear cut, so starkly defined, as to pre-
clude all argument over their validity.

Yet that is not the case at all. We
are still belabored by demands for more
tariff handouts, for more relaxation of
our import laws. Truly, there is pre-
cious little left to give away. In the
past 25 years, in a lonely and largely
futile quest for real reciprocity, the
United States has pared its tariffs until
they are now among the lowest in the
world—as even the most ardent free
trader will concede.

Moreover, the outlook is that things
will get worse before they get better. A
yvear ago the Congress saw fit, for rea-
sons beyond my comprehension, to au-
thorize still further ecuts in our frail
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tariff structure. The administration
was granted power to reduce tariffs by
another 20 percent over the next 4 years;
much of this authority will be called
into play when the United States joins
its partners in the General Agreement
on Tariffs and Trade at the bargaining
table in January 1961.

Fortunately, the GATT negotiations
are still many months away. There is
still time to alert the American peo-
ple, to bring the facts, however distress-
ing, to the attention of citizens across
the land. There is still time to prevent
another headlong sprint down the road
to economic catastrophe and still time
to save countless thousands of American
jobs at a time when we cannot afford to
lose a single one.

I know that many of my colleagues
have pledged themselves to this task. I
know, too, that our ranks will grow as
more and more American industries be-
come imperiled. As a nation, we are
coming to our senses—slowly, to be sure,
but we are getting there. We can only
wonder how many more plants wiill close,
how many more jobs will disappear,
before our eyes are completely opened.

Schedule of Conferences and Visits
With Residents of the Fourth Dis-
trict of Ohio

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. WILLIAM M. McCULLOCH

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. McCULL.OCH. Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve that a Congressman should be in
his district to confer and visit with his
constituents whenever official duties do
not require him to be in Washington.

When Congress adjourns in a few days,
I expect to return home and to be avail-
able for conferences and visits with resi-
dents of the Fourth District in the court-
house of each county seat between 8 a.m.
and 4 p.m., in accordance with the fol-
lowing schedule:

Allen County, Lima: Wednesday, Sep-
tember 30.

Auglaize County, Wapakoneta: Tues-
day, October 6.

Darke County, Greenville: Monday,
October 5.

Mercer County, Celina: Wednesday,
October 7.

Miami County, Troy: Tuesday, Sep-
tember 29.

Preble County,
October 1.

Shelby County, Sidney: Monday, Sep-
tember 28.

No appointments will be necessary.
Any problem with, or opinion concern-
ing, the Federal Government will be
proper subject for conference,

Of course, I will be glad to see resi-
dents of the district, in my Piqua office,
any time that Congress is not in session,
except on the days scheduled above.

Eaton: Thursday,
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Not To See but To Be Seen
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. W. J. BRYAN DORN

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. DORN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, patriots everywhere are sad-
dened and alarmed over the Ehrushchev
invitation. The result is going to be a
great political revolt in 1960. The
American people are not going to stand
for this appeasement with the “Butcher
of Budapest.”

I commend to the Congress and to
freedom loving people everywhere the
following broadcast by Dean Clarence
E. Manion over the Manion Forum net-
work September 6, 1959:

KHRUSHCHEV VIsIT MOST SERIOUS MISTAKE IN
AMERICAN HISTORY

Deaxy Mawiow. It is undoubtedly safe to
say that President Eisenhower is the most
popular man in the world. Press and public,
here and everywhere, respond to him with
unprecedented enthusiasm.

When the President makes an obvious mis-
take in the administratian of his high office,
important, influentlal eriticlsm is hard to
find, and even more difficult to publicize
when it is found.

This being so, we must walt for history
to weigh the full gravity of Mr. Eisenhower’s
great mistake in inviting Nikita Ehrushchev
to visit this country in exchange for a sub-
sequent visit by our President to the Soviet
Union.

From my own researches into congressional
feelings on this subject, I am convinced that,
without the force of the President’s personal
persuasion, a proposal for such a visltorial
exchange would have been voted down in
House and Senate by a margin more than 4
to 1.

Nevertheless, when the President suddenly
announced that Ehrushchev was coming, all
but a few of these congressional opponents
shrouded themselves in silence.

Fortunately, there were notable excep-
tions. As soon as he could get from his sick
bed to the Senate floor, the Honorable
TaoMas J, Doop, of Connecticut, put the
scandalous history of Nikita Khrushchev in-
to the CowNcGrEssIONAL REecomrD in one of the
most learned, powerful and persuasive Sen-
ate speeches that has been heard in modern
times. If you want the whole sordid story
of the President's upcoming Communist
guest of honer, read this revealing speech by
Senator Dopp, The Manion Forum will mail
you a copy for the asking.

In Washington last week, I asked Senator
Doop for a short statement to be included in
this broadecast. Here it is:

“Senator Doop. T hope that during Ehru-
shechev's visit we shall hear church bells in
the land tolling thelr remembrance for the
murdered millions behind the Iron Curtain.
I hope that there will be public observance
of prayer for the deliverance of the captive
nations.

“I am not opposed to a meeting between
the President and Khrushchev at & proper
time, under proper conditions, and in a
proper place, but I think it is a national dis-
grace to give this Red dictator a state visit
as the guest of the American people at this
time in our country with all the fancy trim-
mings.”

Dean Mawnrtow. The Honorable BryLES
BrmGges, of New Hampshire, is the ranking
member of the President’s own party in the
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Senate. He has been a Member of that dis-
tinguished body continuously since 1937. I
asked Senator Brmees to give me his opinion
of the Khrushchev invitation. Here is what
he said:

“Senator Brmces. I have strongly opposed
Ehrushchev's coming to this country. I am
still strongly opposed. I can foresee no good
from his visit and I fear his presence here
will further soften some of our more com=-
placent citizens and discourage and dis-
hearten people in Communist captivity as
well as our own free world allies.”

DeAN Manion., One of the most able, en-
ergetic and influential Members on the Re-
publican side of the U.8. Senate is the Hon-
orable BARRY GOLDWATER, of Arizona. I had
the good fortune to see him in Washington.
For the benefit of his frlends in the Manion
Forum nationwlide radio audience, Senator
GoOLDWATER said this:

“Senator GoLowaTER. I believe that the in-
vitation to Mr. EKhrushchev to visit the
United States is a propaganda and psycho-
logical victory for the Russians. They at-
tempted to achieve this through the summit
conference and, failing there, they were able
to achieve this invitation.

“If Mr. Khrushchev comes to this country
and is invited to the U.8. Senate, such as
has been suggested, the junior Senator from
Arizona will certainly vote against his being
there, and if he is invited, the Senator is
going to be conspicuous by his absence. I
see no reason to be overjoyous in our wel-
come to this land of this murderous brand
of communism that Ehrushchev is spread-
ing across the world.”

DeaN Manion. One of the American ports
of call arranged for Khrushchev by his man-
agers in Washington is Des Moines, Iowa.
This puts the Honorable Herschel Loveless,
Governor of that great State into the position
of official host to Ehrushchev, whether the
Governor likes 1t or not.

From the newspapers, I gathered the im-
pression that the Governor of Iowa did not
like it, and so, through our affiliated station
KWDM, at Des Moines, I went to the Gov-
ernor for verification. Here is our recorded
interview:

“Governor Loveless, I understand that you
are something less than enthusiastic about
Ehrushchev's prospective visit to the United
Btates. Isthat true?”

“Governor LoveLess. Yes, Dean Manion, I
have qualms and misgivings about the pend-
ing EKhrushchev visit. I expect to receive
him in Iowa as I would any foreign visitor
and will try to be as hospitable as we Iowans
are noted to be, but I fear the reaction on
our many allles throughout the world on
our recelving someone from the Communist
area, and I am sure that they might be won-
dering just what is going on and if we are
di them.”

SOUTHERN GOVEENOR POINTS UP DANGERS

Dean Mawion. In a dispatch from the
recent Governors’ conference at Puerto Rico,
I read that the popular and personable Gov=
ernor of South Carolina, the Honorable
Ernest F. Hollings, also had misgivings about
the upcoming visit of Mr. Ehrushchev. With
the help of our afiiliated station WIS, in Co-
lumbia, I obtained the following statement
from Governor Hollings in South Carclina:

“Governor HoLrings. The foreign policy of
the United States is to win over to the free
world the neutral nations and promote the
resistance of the captive nations. To sup-
port this policy; we have pledged that we will
resist any further aggression by communism.
This firm policy has created hope and courage
within the neutral and captive nations.

“However, when we accept Khrushchev as
a political and social visitor to the United
States, we cannot help to a degree giving
stature to what he stands for—tyranny, mur-
der, and communism. The neutral and eap-
tive nations immediately lose hope and
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ecourage, and our struggle for world peace
suffers irreparable harm.”

Dean Mawion. One of the most respected
and influential men in America is retired
Adm, Ben Moreell, of Pittsburgh, former
chairman of Republic Steel Corp. Admiral
Moreell is now the guiding spirit of Amer=-
icans for Constitutional Action, a
working organization of American patriots.
Through our affiliate, station WCAE in Pitts-
burgh, I obtained the following statement
from Admiral Moreell on the subject of
Khrushchev's visit:

“Admiral MorgerL, Mr. Ehrushchev's visit
raises disturbing questions as to its political,
economic, defense, and moral implications.
Since we are a4 people whose trust is in God
and whose social structure cannot endure
without that direction which stems from our
religious beliefs, the moral aspects of this
visit overshadows all others.

“We should then ask these guestions: Do
we, by inviting him to our shores, give moral
sanction to his past misdeeds and those of
the Government he represents? Are we pre-

to endorse as conforming with Judeo-
Christian moral values their cruelties to the
peoples of Hungary, Poland, East Germany,
Latvia, Estonla, Lithuania, Tibet, and other
enslaved countries?

“Do such actions conform to our concept
of the nature of things as they should be?
The answers are clear. Although he is an
invited guest, we must not by any act of
public or private acclaim indicate that we
condone his inhumanity.”

DeAN Maniow., My friends, these are sam-
ples of responsible patriotic opinion concern-
ing this most ominous event of our lifetime.
It would take hours to evaluate all of the
similar opinions that I have received and
observed since the fateful announcement
was on August 3.

For instance, Eugene Lyons, & newsman
with long experience in Moscow and now a
senior editor of Reader's Digest, said in a
public speech (UPI, Madison, Wis., Aug. 26)
that the invitation to EKhrushchev was a
political mistake which could be turned into
a political catastrophe. It will add dimen-
sions of prestige to world communism. It
could spread defeatist gloom among millions
of our friends and secret allies within the
Communist world.

Chief Justice M. T. Phelps, of the Arizona
State Supreme Court, wrote a public letter
of protest in which he told the President
that “your invitation involves the moral
integrity of the sovereign citizens of whom
you are the servant. It involves a flagrant
breach of your duty to the people. You have
invited and propose to break bread with the
arch-murderer of all ages.”

At the American Legion convention In
Minneapolis, Vice President Nixor: made an
eloguent plea in defense of Khrushchev's
visit to this country and urged the assem-
bled legionnaires to do nothing that might
upset President Eilsenhower’'s bold plan to
melt some of the ice around the cold war.

The delegates listened politely and then
passed a resolution demanding an end to
diplomatie relations between the United
States and the Soviet Union, unless the
Kremlin releases American soldiers and citi-
zens now held behind the Iron Curtain;
holds free elections in the satellite countries,
and ends esplonage against America.

What is wrong with these sensible, moral,
and self-respecting prerequisites for con-
tinued diplomatic association with any gov-
ernment worthy of the name? Nothing
could be better calculated to melt the ice
of the cold war than the Eremlin's prompt
compliance with these conditlons.

Will the President, therefore, please pre-
sent this resolution from his old comrades-
in-arms to his upcoming guest of honor and
get an official reply for all of the Amerlcan

people?
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The wives and mothers of the 11 missing
American airmen deliberately shot down by
Russian fighter planes over Soviet Armenia
just 1 year ago would like to know where
these men are and when, if ever, they are to
be returned to this country. Will these
wives and mothers be permitted to speak to
our distinguished guest of honor? If they
are denied access to him, as they un-
doubtedly will be, then will not the Presi-
dent or the Vice President please speak for
them?

NIKITA JOCKEYS IKE TO ATRPORT

The President and the Vice President have
defended this unfortunate invitation by
their determination to show Ehrushchev the
might and power of this country, lest he
start a war in ignorance of our ability to
strike back. Ehrushchev has now let it be
known that he has other ideas.

He is not looking for a balanced plcture
of the United States of America. On the
contrary, he wants to appear before large
crowds in big cities where he can expect top
newspaper, radio, and television coverage.

Khrushchev is not coming here to see, but
to be seen; not to learn, but to teach; not
to be softened, but to further soften our
already badly weakened resistance to the
satanic evil of communism, of which he is
the personification.

The wily conspirator has already seized
the propaganda initiative from President
Eisenhower. Mr. Eisenhower had explained
that, since Premier Khrushchev was not the
titular head of the Sovlet state, that position
being held by one Kliment Voroshilov, the
President would not be required to greet him
at the airport.

That was all Ehrushchev needed to know.
He immediately announced that, for the pur-
pose of this trip, Voroshilov is deposed and
Nikita himself will be the head of the Soviet
state when he gets to Washington.

So, President Eisenhower must meet the
big burglar at the airport after all, and ride
with him through the streets of Washington.
You will see it all on television. So will the
enslaved people of the capitive nations—
Ehrushchev will take care of that.

Mrs, Ehrushchev is coming, too, which will
bring the official Washington hostesses Into
the big act—Mrs. Eisenhower, Mrs. Nixon.
More pictures, more propaganda, all calcu-
lated to cause the hopes of the Communist-
held slaves to curl up and die. Says the
Indianapolis Star (August 27):

“After (all) this has been done, America
can never look quite the same to the victims
of barbarism everywhere who have looked to
America as the champion of right and jus-
tice. They will feel, rightly, that America
has turned its back on them and on its
own great principles of liberty and justice
for all.”

In the Ehrushchev visit, President Eisen-
hower is sowing a wicked whirlwind. It will
take all of his great popularity to ride him
through the resulting storm.

Farm Imports

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. W. J. BRYAN DORN

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. DORN of South Carolina. Mr,
Speaker, when farm imports exceed farm
exports in our country with its over-
whelming farm surpluses it is a national
calamity and wunbelievable; but, Mr.
Speaker, here are the figures:
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FARM EXPORTS FELL BELOW 1858 IMPORTS

In a reversal of form, the United
States imported more agricultural prod-
ucts during the year ending July 31 than
it exported.

In the previous 12-month period, the
exports exceeded the imports.

Preliminary figures put exports during
the year at $3,720,450,000 in value and
imports at $4,005,258,000. In the pre-
ceding year, the exports were $4,001,820,-
000 and the imports $3,929,422,000.

Agriculture Department officials said
the decline in foreign sales during the
past year largely reflected a sharp drop
in cotton sales. U.S. cotton prices were
above world levels.

An upsurge in exports is expected dur-
ing the 12-month period ending next
July 1, largely on the basis that cotton
has been returned to a competitive price
basis in world markets.

Death Took a Holiday—in Nebraska

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oF

HON. DONALD F. McGINLEY

OF NEBRASKA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. McGINLEY. Mr, Speaker, Gov.
Ralph G. Brooksof the State of Nebraska
and the Nebraska Safety Patrol have
shown the Nation that highway death
does not have to go unchecked.

Governor Brooks, with the cooperation
of the patrol which worked many extra
hours, made an all-out drive over the
Labor Day weekend to see just what
could be accomplished through this kind
of effort.

The result is history. Nebraska re-
corded one traffic death—that a pedes-
trian fatality in a city.

I have sent the following telegram to
Governor Brooks:

Your faith in the belief that something
can be done about traffic accldents and
fatalities is graphically proven by Nebraska's
Labor Day weekend traffic record. You, Col.
C. J. Sanders and his men of the Nebraska
Safety Patrol saved lives during this time
Just as surely as if you had been skilled
surgeons at work In a hospital. This will
not end suffering or sorrow from highway
tragedies in the future, but it is a firm re-
minder to every public official that he would
be remiss in his duties at whatever level of
government if he did not study every possi-
bility as to government’s place in trafic
safety.

The story of this shining hour in Ne-
braska’s history, and of the work of the
men who made it possible is well de-
scribed in the news story which I wish
to insert at this point:

[From the Lincoln (Nebr.) Star, Sept. 9,
1969]

While the rest of the Nation struggled
through a Labor Day weekend shrouded with
traffic deaths, Nebraska apparently found a
temporary answer to the problem.

Spearheaded by Gov. Ralph G. Brooks, who
personally took part in patrol duty and issued
two warning tickets, the Nebraska Safety

Patrol under Col. C. J. SBanders staged one of

its toughest crackdowns in its history.
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The Governor, his aide Robert Conrad and
Col. Sanders personally manned at times the
two National Guard helicopters pressed into
service.

The result of the enforcement crackdown
showed in the statistic book.

Not a single highway fatality was recorded
during the 3-day weekend. The only death
to mar the record was a pedestrian in the
clty of Lincoln, making Nebraska's record one
of the five best in the Nation.

The 1859 Labor Day holiday was the State's
best record since 19036 when there were no
fatalities recorded. For each of the inter-
vening years there have been between two
and seven fatalities on the Labor Day week-
end.

Colonel Sanders pressed his 160 troopers
plus patrol officers into cruiser duty. Even
the criminal investigation division took to
patrol cars, The troopers volunteered to ex-
tend their 10-hour regular shifts to 16-hour
shifts,

Conrad, who heads the Governor's traffic
safety committee, tabulated these results of
the weekend's efforts:

The patrol arrested 1,075 motorists, of
whom 37 were drunken drivers taken off the
road; 2,317 were ticketed for vehicular de-
fects, and 1,632 were issued warning tickets.

The total number of contacts were 4,924
for an average of 1,641 for each of the 3
days, compared with an average of 478 con-
tacts per day for the patrol during the first 7
months of this year.

The longer shifts were the equivalent of 96
additional troopers patrolling the highways
in addition to the 4 airplanes and 2 heli-
copters.

The troopers burned a train tank car of
gasoline and drove an equivalent to six times
around the world during the 3 days.

Governor Brooks, Colonel Sanders, and
Conrad personally kicked off the crackdown
by heading the dawn patrol Saturday morn-
ing.

Governor Brooks commented Tuesday that
“this is not a record of which we can be
proud but it is a record for which the entire
State can rejoice.”

Schedule of Meetings in the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Ohio

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. DELBERT L. LATTA

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I believe
that a Congressman should be in his
district to confer and visit with his con-
stituents whenever official duties do not
require him to be in Washington.

When Congress adjourns in a few
days, I expect to return to my district
and to be available for conferences and
visits with residents of the Fifth District
in the courthouse of each county seat
between 10 am. and 4 p.m., in accord-
ance with the following schedule:

October 1, Van Wert County, Van
Wert.

October 2, Defiance County, Defiance.

October 3, Ottawa County, Port Clin-
ton—until noon.

October 5, Paulding County, Paulding.

October 6, Williams County, Bryan.

October 7, Putnam County, Ottawa.

October 8, Henry County, Napoleon.

October 9, Fulton County, Wauseon.
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October 10, Wood County, Bowling
Green—until noon.

No appointments will be necessary.

All problems which constituents have
with the Federal Government will be
proper subjects for discussion.
. Until Congress reconvenes in January,
I will be available for conferences with
constituents by appointment in my dis-
trict office at 304 Wood County Bank
Building, Bowling Green, Ohio, except
on the days scheduled above.

Maine Needs and Must Develop Low-Cost
Power for Industrial Expansion

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JAMES C. OLIVER

OF MAINE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Speaker, mnext
month, a decision may be made which
can determine to a large extent the fu-
ture prosperity of the State of Maine
and, indeed, the industrial future of the
New England States.

I refer to the forthcoming report of
the Engineering and Fisheries Boards of
the International Joint Commission on
the great Passamaquoddy tidal power
project.

There have been indications that the
current engineering investigations being
carried on by the U.S. Army Engineer
division of New England and other agen-
cies of the United States and Canadian
Governments will result in a concrete
proposal for construction of the Passa-
maquoddy project. A two-pool project
using Passamaquoddy Bay and Cobscook
Bay for water storage already has been
selected for detailed design. A compan-
ion projeet at Rankin Rapids on the up-
per St. John River also has been sug-
gested as part of the most promising and
economical combined project by Brig.
Gen. Alden K. Sibley of the U.S. Army
Engineer division in New England.

If the October report finds Passama-
quoddy feasible as a power project,
Maine can look forward to the possible
injection of many kilowatts of low-cost
power into the State’s lagging economy,

Waterpower was the basis for Maine's
early industrial development. Lacking
in coal, oil, or other fuels, Maine devel-
oped her industry—primarily woolen and
cotton milling—early in the 19th cen-
tury, with the mills located on the State's
rushing streams.

So rich was our State in waterpower
that an 1869 power study estimated the
total energy discharged annually by the
rivers of Maine as equal to the work of
34 million men working without inter-
ruption for 1 year. Many of our early
leaders saw in the “white coal” of rush-
ing water the key to a great industrial
development.

But what happened?

As other regions began to develop in-
dustry, Maine lagged behind. Like other
New England States, Maine has “en-
joyed” some of the highest electric rates
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in the Nation. The rivers, for the most
part, went right on flowing to the sea.

Today, our State has an estimated
1,262,600 kilowatts of undeveloped hy-
droelectric power in its rivers, as com-
pared to only 500,211 kilowatts of de-
veloped hydro, according to the latest
available Federal Power Commission
estimate, This does not take into ac-
count the tremendous potential of
'Quoddy itself.

Many reasons could be advanced for
this lag, and many have. For example,
it has been said that the rugged indi-
vidualism of Maine people prevented
any Federal development, and that there
was no market for power from 'Quoddy
or any other major project, and that
industry does not concern itself greatly
with the cost of electric power.

I will concede at once that Maine
people are independent; but a greater
factor, I believe, than personal antag-
onism to Federal development has been
the bitter opposition of private utilities,
clinging to a high-cost, low-use concept
of electric service.

As for the lack of market for the
power, the same argument was used
when Muscle Shoals in Alabama and
Grand Coulee in Washington State were
proposed. In both of these cases, what
actually happened was that abundance
of power stimulated vast industrial de-
velopments which led to greater and
greater demands for power and ulti-
mately to the great power systems of the
Tennessee Valley Authority and of the
Bonneville Power Administration.

There is no reason to believe that
'Quoddy cannot be the Muscle Shoals of
Maine and launch a similar rebirth of
industry, progress, and better living
standards for our people.

The third argument—that power costs
are not important to industry—can be
advanced in the case of some industries.
But with increasing automation it be-
comes apparent that electric power is
an ever-growing factor in most indus-
tries. Further, there are many modern
industries which locate only where iarge
quantities of low-cost power are avail-
able. Needless to say, these have not
chosen Maine.

Our State produces 25 percent of the
feldspar used in the United States, but
exports it to four other States for the
manufacture of porcelain and poitery.
Aroostook County has one of the largest
deposits of low-grade manganese ore in
North America. An even more challeng-
ing propect is open to Maine—the vast
Labrador iron ore deposits which some
day may replace the ore of the Mesabi
Range of the Middle West as the major
source of America’s steel.

The possibility that Eastport’s excel-
lent harbor can be used for shipping the
raw materials and products of great new
steel mills in the vicinity of a Quoddy
power project is no idle dream. It makes
economic sense. It can happen, if we
can only provide the energy to process
the raw materials at a competitive cost.

Not long ago the Governor of Wash-
ington State reviewed the changes which
have come to his State as a result of
hydroelectric power development by the
Federal Government. The parallel be=
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tween that great northwest State and our
State of Maine is very close. In the early
1930’s, the Governor said, Washington'’s
economy was based primarily on agricul-
ture, logging, wood products manufac-
turing, and mining. Agriculture and
logging similarly are basic industries in
Maine.

Today, after the development of only a
portion of Washington’s hydro resources,
new industries have grown up in Wash-
ington, the population has increased
rapidly, and its people enjoy a high de-
gree of electrical living. Aluminum air-
craft and defense establishments have
brought their payrolls to Washington
State. Its people use more than 2%
times as much electricity as the average
American family, enjoying many more
electric servants than the average Maine
family.

The Governor of Washington declared
that during a recent trip east to talk
with industrialists about locating in
Washington—

I was greatly impressed by the value of
low-cost power to industry. ®* * * At a series
of meetings with industrialists in Boston,
New York, and Philadelphia, we presented
information on the industrial advantages of
our State. The point evoking the greatest
comment and even surprise among the in-
dustrial leaders was the abundance and low
;251;& of our electric power in Washington

a

Before TVA, there was a saying in
Tennessee that the average farmer woke
to the clang of a Connecticut alarm clock,
climbed out of his Baltimore bed and into
a pair of Oshkosh overalls and Sheboy-
gan shoes and Chicago shirt. He washed
his face and hands in a Pittsburgh pan,
using Cincinnati soap, and dried on a
Trenton towel, sat down in a Chillicothe
chair to a Patterson plate, filled with St.
Joe grits fried in Kansas City lard. Af-
ter breakfast he put a New Bedford bri-
dle on a Missouri mule, hitched him to
a Peoria plow and, using Yankee cuss
words, planted Columbus corn to satisfy
a Massachusetts mortgage.

With certain variations in the menu,
much the same story could be told of
many farmers in my State of Maine
today.

TVA has brought many changes to the
valley it serves. Laboratories and fac-
tories have grown up in its industrial
centers, the march of erosion has been
halted, a reforestation program has re-
newed a once faltering lumber industry.
Flocks of tourists pour into the valley
to enjoy the man-made lakes, commerce
moves along the inland waterways, valu-
able land along the rivers can be used
without fear of major floods.

Will this story be told of New England
20 years from now? It is up to us.

Today, families in the New England
States pay the highest average monthly
electric bills in the Nation. Consider
these averages for 250 kilowatt-hours of
service, published in FPC'’s latest edition
of “Typical Residential Electric Bills”:
sal\s'lgw Hampshire, highest in the Nation,

Massachusetts, second highest, $8.91.

Vermont, third highest, $8.90.

Rhode Island, fourth highest, $8.74.

Maine, sixth highest, $8.51.
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Connecticut, twelfth highest, $8.

At the other end of the scale, consider
families living in the states enjoying a
high degree of Federal hydroelectric
development:

Washington, lowest in the Nation,
$4.53.

Tennessee, second lowest, $4.84.

Oregon, third lowest, $5.40.

Alabama, fourth lowest, $5.42.

Perhaps the difference of $4 a month—
close to $50 a year—is not of vital impor-
tance now to the average family. As the
use of electric servants grows, however,
this electric bill will become an increas-
ingly important part of the family
budget.

From industry’s standpoint, power
costs can be of real significance. As an
example, take the private utilities serv-
ing in Maine and in upstate New York,
where hydroelectric power has been de-
veloped on a large scale. An industry in
Bangor, Maine, using 400,000 kilowatt-
hours would pay $6,275 per month for
electricity, while an industry in Niagara
Falls, N.Y.,, would pay only $3,391 per
month for the same service, according to
the latest FPC figures.

These thousands of dollars could make
the difference between profit and loss to
many industries.

Some years ago, in 1951, the Commit-
tee on the New England Economy of the
President’s Council of Economic Ad-
visers, headed by economist Leon. H.
Keyserling, prepared a detailed report on
the New England economy which mapped
the route the area could take to achieve
lasting prosperity.

New England has many problems—

The report said—

but if there is one that stands out it is how
to make the most of its resources, its human
resources including its resources in ideas as
well as its natural resources, and to facili-
tate the adaptation of its industrial structure
to changes in its underlying competitive
position.

'Quoddy is one of the most challenging
ideas which Maine's human resources
have come up with in many generations,
just as the power of the tides is one of
the State’s great natural resources. We
can develop both.

At another point, the report declares:

We are concerned over the failure of util-
ities in this (New England) area to seek
larger use of power through more venture-
some pricing policles. * * * In some other
regions, the presence of public power has
tended to force private utilities to be more
venturesome in their rate policies. The use
of electric power has been thereby stimu-
lated greatly without any loss to the utilities.

In short, the injection of public power
from 'Quoddy into the high-power-cost
economy of Maine can stimulate a new
approach on the part of the utilities. As
has been shown in the TVA area and in
the Northwest, low rates and the aggres-
sive promotion of widespread power use
can bring new industry a higher stand-
ard of living, and a handsome rate of
return to existing utilities all in one
package.
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Report to My Constituents on the
86th Congress, 1st Session

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. FRANCES P. BOLTON

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, while
the record of the Congress as a whole
cannot be fully analyzed until the second
session draws to a close next year, we
have grappled with many problems dur-
ing this first session and have seen
some very noteworthy achievements take
place. At this time I would like to sum-
marize briefly some of the accomplish-
ments as a report to my constituents.

This session will perhaps be best re-
membered for its passage of a strong
labor reform bill. After almost 2 years
of extensive investigations and exposures
by the McClellan committee in the Sen-
ate, an aroused public demanded that
Congress take action on legislation to
cope with unscrupulous activities in the
labor-management field. The result was
the passage of the Landrum-Griffin bill
in the House and Senate by an over-
whelming majority. The first major
labor legislation since the Taft-Hartley
Act in 1947, this measure, signed by
President Eisenhower, is prounion and
propublic. It is nmot an antilabor bill.
It guarantees many basic rights to labor-
union members. Among these are equal
rights to union members in the conduct
of union affairs, protection against arbi-
trary dues increases, protection of the
right to sue, free and fair union elections,
safeguards against improper disciplinary
action, and protection of union funds.
The bill’s strong ban on secondary boy-
cotts and blackmail picketing protect the
public against abuse of union monopoly
powers and the provision giving State
labor boards jurisdiction over disputes
now refused by the National Labor Re-
lations Board will strengthen the hand
of small business in labor disputes.

When the 86th Congress convened last
January, with the Democrats holding a
majority of almost 2 to 1 in both the
House and Senate, the trend seemed to
indicate that this would be the spend-
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ingest Congress in history. Bills esti-
mating a 5-year price tag of $117 billion
were introduced in the first few weeks.
It took fthe President several vetoes to
make his point that if Congress wanted
to spend more money on additional proj-
ects, it would have to raise taxes to pay
for them or face the twin consequences
of deficit spending and continuing in-
flation. By the end of the session, action
or inaction by the spenders had pushed
the budget figure up to nearly $79 billion
from $77.1 billion submitted by the Presi-
dent. While they trimmed regular ap-
propriations requests, they boosted au-
thorizations for future spending, some
of it by the back-door route which by-
passes the regular appropriations com-
mittees. The so-called decreases do not
cover, for example, $231 million in au-
thorization for back-door spending not
sought by the President. Fortunately,
however, with the strong hand of Presi-
dent Eisenhower, together with the pub-
lic’'s demand for economy, we were able
to hold some of the line at least on
spending. There is a chance that a bal-
anced budget, as sought by the Presi-
dent, may yet be achieved before the
close of the fiscal year because of reve-
nue increases. This would indeed be a
truly noteworthy achievement for the
fiscal integrity of the Nation.

Of major importance to Ohio was the
passage of legislation making it possible
to continue the Federal aid highway pro-
gram. In 1956, in response to popular
demand, Congress approved the con-
struction of a 41,000-mile system of in-
terstate highways designed to bring high-
ways up to acceptable standards by 1972.
To finance the program Congress estab-
lished a highway trust fund in which
are deposited the proceeds of the Fed-
eral gasoline taxes, and certain excise
taxes. At the time the highway program
was adopted, it was estimated that the
$25 billion to be raised for the highway
trust fund would complete the system.
However, in April 1958, as an antireces-
sion measure, Congress passed an ac-
celerated highway building program but
did not provide the necessary means for
financing. As a result of this action,
the highway trust fund faced a deficit
of $1.3 hillion by July 1961 if existing
commitments to the States were met,
To meet this deficit and keep the pro-
gram on a fiscally sound basis President
Eisenhower proposed that the gasoline
tax be increased by 1'% cents a gallon,
After a delay of many months the Com-
mittees on Public Works and Ways and
Means finally worked out a compromise
calling for a 1l-cent per gallon increase
over a 22-month period. As a result of
this action, Ohio and other States will
be able to continue their highway build-
ing program without any major curtail-
ment,

Once again this year it was necessary
for Ohio Members to appear before the
Public Works Committee to oppose the
Lake Michigan diversion bill. This bill,
if enacted, would permit Chieago to di-
vert more water from Lake Michigan
thereby causing a lowering of the level
of all the Great Lakes. In spite of a
valiant floor fight by Ohio and other
Great Lakes congressional delegations,
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the bill passed the House. However, be-
cause of the increased opposition of
Canada, when the bill reached the Sen-
ate floor, it was killed for the time being
by a vote to refer it to the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee.

After three tries the Congress finally
passed a housing bill acceptable to Pres-
ident Eisenhower. The President had
found it necessary to veto the first two
bills because of their inflationary aspects,
and also because they contained provi-
sions which he felt had no place in a
housing bill, such as loans for the con-
struction of college classrooms. The bill
finally enacted provided sufficient FHA
housing insurance authority to provide
for early 1960 construction planning, a 2-
year, $650 million urban renewal pro-
gram, authorization for 37,000 public
housing units, and $50 million in direct
loans for housing for the elderly.

For our veterans, the Congress passed
a bill making a major overhaul in the
system used to determine pensions pay-
able to veterans with non-service-con-
nected disabilities and to their widows
and children. The new bill provides a
sliding scale of monthly pensions based
on the needs of the veterans. Under this
measure no veteran now on the rolls will
have his pension reduced or taken away;
however, if he qualifies for a higher pen-
sion under the bill he can elect to come
under its provisions. Generally, the bill
will provide higher pension rates than
those now applicable.

In the field of foreign affairs, we sat
many weeks in the committee on the mu-
tual security bill. The legislation which
finally emerged from the House-Senate
conference provided for an authorization
of $3,556,200,000 for the fiscal year
1960—a reduction of $353 million from
the President’'s recommendations. The
Appropriations Committee, which pro-
vides the funds, further reduced the
amount to $3,225,813,000—some $704
million less than the administration had
requested.

In the Foreign Affairs Committee we
added a new section to the Mutual Se-
curity Act calling upon the Secretary of
State to set up an Office of Inspector
General and Comptroller to enforce fiscal
responsibility in any and all mutual se-
curity programs.

Another matter of vital concern to the
committee was legislation dealing with
standards for the issuance of passports.
On June 16, 1958, the Supreme Court
ruled that the regulations of the Secre-
tary of State denying passports to sup-
porters of the world Communist move-
ment were invalid because of a lack of
specific legislative authority. The Presi-
dent on July 7, 1958, requested the Con-
gress to enact legislation granting au-
thority necessary to deal with this mat-
ter. The bill which finally passed the
House this session authorizes the Secre-
tary of State to deny passports to or re-
voke passports of persons knowingly
engaged in activities intended to further
the international Communist movement.
Such denial or revocation is made con-
tingent upon a finding by the Secretary
that the activities or presence abroad
of such persons would be harmful to the
security of the United States, and any
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denial or revocation of a passport under
this authority is made subject to judicial
Treview.

A great historical achievement of this
session was the passage of statehood for
Hawaii. The 99th and 100th Senators
were seated as well as an additional
Member of the House, Now, for the first
time in 160 years, there is no Territorial
Delegate serving in the House.

As an interesting finale to the long,
long session, I went with my subcommit-
tee chairman, the Honorable WAYNE
Hayvs—Subcommittee on State Depart-
ment Organization and Foreign Opera-
tions—to Moscow. Primarily we went to
see the U.S. fair, to see for ourselves the
standards set and upheld and to evaluate
somewhat its effectiveness. It would be
difficult to imagine any combined effort
of Government, private industry, and the
whole personnel group which could have
done a better job. The eagerness of the
visitors told the story. The hunger, on
the faces of those in the book exhibit
especially, in the area where they could
pick up and read magazines and books
somehow made the whole effort, which
was a tremendous one, more than worth-
while. Mr. Harold C. McClellan and all
those associated with him, young and old,
in and out of Government and industry,
deserve their country’s grateful thanks.

The 1st session of the 86th Congress
is over at last. Sine die adjournment
came, as you know, at 6:21 a.m,, after a
long, long night. Now we have half of
September, all of October, November,
and December before we come back, on
January 6. May we use the time well
wherever the days find us.

Letter to Mr. Clyde Ellis, General Man-
ager of the National Rural Electrifica-
tion Cooperative Association

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. RICHARD M. SIMPSON

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, I
include copy of a letter I have today
directed to the Honorable Clyde T. Ellis,
general manager of the National Rural
Electric Cooperative Association. The
letter, is self-explanatory and deserves
the attention of every Member of Con-
gress.

SEPTEMBER 12, 1959.
Mr. CLYDE ELLIS,

General Manager, National Rural Electrifica=
tion Cooperative Association.

Dear Mr. Erris: This letter Is being written
to you in the spirit of fair play and mutual
understanding which should be manifest be-
tween your organization and the Members
of Congress on strictly a nonpartisan basis
if the best Interest of REA, RTA, and the
country as a whole are to be served.

As you well know, the rural electrifica-
tion program and the expanding program
as assistance in the improvement of rural
telephone communications have always been
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the accomplishment of bipartisan support
in both Houses of Congress. Democrats and
Republicans have joined in advancing these
programs and in voting adequate funds for
their development. Under Administrators
selected both by Democratic and Republican
Chief Executives, the programs have pros-
pered and expanded. The statistics clearly
demonstrate that the present REA Adminis-
trator, David Hamil, for example, has given
efficlent and sympathetic direction to the
REA and RTA programs.

Under Mr. Hamil's administration, proc-
essing of loans has been expedited; collec-
tions from borrowers have an enviable rec-
ord; adequate loan funds have been kept
avallable. In. the main, relationships be-
tween REA and RTA and Members of Con-
gress have historically been friendly and
productive regardless of partisanship., It is
my conviction—and I hope yours—that they
should be kept that way.

I give you this brief review, Mr. Ellis,
of facts with which you are, of course, fa-
miliar simply to demonstrate the importance
of keeping REA and RTA out of politics and
free from the sharp repercussions of partisan
campaigning which should have no place in
worthy programs of this type.

I mention the foregoing because of rumors
reaching me that the organization which
you head and which draws its support from
user-sponsored cooperatives is about to “en-
ter the field of active partisan politics.” I
am sure this would be a most regrettable
development.

On occasion reports have reached me of
speeches you have yourself given before REA
and RTA groups and annual meetings or of
your public writings which carry a slanted
political tinge. That, in itself, is most re-
grettable. I have also heard that some of
your assoclates in the field have similarly
shown an increasing tendency to move in
the direction of injecting political discus-
slons and considerations into their activi-
ties. Complaints of this type continue to
reach my office, both from Congressmen who
feel aggrieved over an attempt to use REA
and RTA for political ax grinding and from
REA subscribers who resent it.

Recently, it has been reported you propose
to “loan” some of your employees to Demo-
cratic candidates for Congress to serve as
campaign counselors or managers with the
understanding they will be reemployed by
you after the elections are over. I am not
clear on whose payroll they would serve but
assuming they would be taken off your sal-
ary lists while so serving such a temporary
severance of connection with your office
would not divorce them from the serious
implications involved. Such a practice
would be tantamount, of course, to putting
your organization directly into political ac-
tivity and do serious injury to the pro-
ductive and effective cooperative support of
REA and RTA which has meant so much to
this movement in the past and is so neces-
sary to its future development.

As chairman of the Republican Congres-
sional Campaign Committee, my responsi-
Dbility Is of course to support Republican
candidates for office. All I ask for those I
support is the consistent practice of fair
play and the proper public identification of
all political functionaries involved. Nat-
urally, I do not want your organization or
any other nonpolitical group supporting the
Democratic candidates as a matter of parti-
san philosophy or to promote the personal
political fortunes of anyone so long as it
enjoys the reputation, tax advantages, and
safeguards of being a nonprofit and non-
political organization. That is simply ask-
ing for fair play. To engage in the type of
practices mentioned in this communication
would, I am sure you must agree, neces-
sitate your forfeiting the position of being
& nonpolitical and nonpartisan service
organization.
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1t is for this reason I am writing you this
frank and earnest letter. I sincerely hope
my reports are inaccurate but they seem
sufficlently well founded to warrant this let-
ter which I shall insert in the CONGRES=
sloNAL Recorp and to which I hope you can
glve me a categorical reply which I shall also
be happy to incorporate in the Recorp. I
hope your reply will contain complete as-
surances that I have been falsely informed
and that you are not going to besmirch the
concept of your organization by making it
and its employees and associates the hand-
maiden or tool of either political party.

Sincerely yours.

The Importance of Followthrough on the
International Public Health and Medi-
cal Research Year

EXTENSION OF REMARES

oF

HON. HUBERT H. HUMPHREY

OF MINNESOTA
[N THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, on
Wednesday, September 9, the Senate
soundly approved, by unanimous con=
sent, Senate Resolution 129, 86th Con-
gress, for the observance of an Interna-
tional Public Health and Medical Re=-
search Year.

This action was, I believe, of deep in-
ternational significance. It reasserts
American leadership in medicine and
medical research.

It is an action consistent with the out-
standing record of the U.S. Senate in
spearheading advances in international
health.

The action is a source of pride to me
not simply as author of Senate Resolu-
tion 129, but as a member of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and as
chairman of the Senate’s current inter-
national health study, as conducted by
a subcommittee of the Committee on
Government Operations.

FLAN NOW FOR A BOUND BASIS FOR THE
INTERNATIONAL HEALTH YEAR

Certain facts should be clearly under-
stood with regard to the proposed Inter-
national Health Year.

A brief history of this project was pre-
viously presented in comments which I
made in the Senate on June 5, 1959. At
that time, beginning on page 8993, I
traced the origins of the legislation.

I pointed out how the Senate, in
August 1958, in the closing days of the
85th Congress, had unanimously ap-
proved Senate Resolution 361, which I
had introduced for this purpose.

That resolution represented the first
formal expression by any parliamentary
or executive body anywhere in the world
on this subject of what I call IHY—the
International Health Year.

Senate Resolution 361 established un-
mistakably the U.S. origin of the con-
cept.

Thereafter, in December 1958, at the
initiative of the Soviet Ukraine—which
is, incidentfally, an inactive nonpaying
member of the World Health Organiza-
tion—the United Nations General As-
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sembly—with U.S. support—approved
the concept of the International Health
Year. The U.N. General Assembly com-
mended it to the World Health Organiza-
tion.

Subsequently, at its 12th General As-
sembly, in May 1959, World Health Or-
ganization, while expressing deep appre-
ciation and satisfaction in the concept of
the year and while appreciating the
value and importance of the year, stated
that it found it necessary to postpone
any action on plans for the possible year,
for the present. WHO stated however,
that it would take the issue up again in
the World Health Assembly, convening
in May 1960.

PURPOSE OF NEW RESOLUTION

The present Senate resolution Iis,
therefore, designed to maintain the con-
structive momentum. It seeks to use
the time period between September 1959
and May 1960 for the most constructive
work possible.

Senate Resolution 129 envisions that
the President of the United States will
now take the lead. He will through his
appropriate advisers help lay the basis
for detailed planning of possible projects
under the year.

By whom will this initial planning be
done? By the expert Federal agencies
most directly concerned with this sub-
ject, notably the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare and the Na-
tional Science Foundation. Of assist-
ance as well will be the National Acad-
emy of Sciences—National Research
Council, which played so indispensable a
role in the precedent for the Interna-
tional Health Year—the International
Geophysical Year,

VITAL ROLE OF MEDICAL PROFESSION

But just as important, and indeed far
more important than the role of official
agencies, will be the role of private
sources.

No single private source is more im-
portant than the medical community of
the United States as ably represented
through the American Medical Associa-
tion. In addition, outstanding organi-
zations such as the World Medical As-
sociation and specialized medical organ-
izations such as the various academies
and colleges concerned with particular
medical fields will play a vital role. So,
too, will the Nation’s medical schools.

TWOFOLD CATEGORIES OF PROJECTS

To find the right type of projects
which the United States might formally
and informally recommend is a real
challenge.

We must remember that the very title
of the year indicates its twofold nature:
(a) International Public Health and (b)
Medical Research.

Category (a) indicates improved serv-
ice—assistance—care-type programs.

Category (b) indicates programs
aimed at new discovery.

In turn, the projects under both cate-
gories must be thought through very
carefully.

THREE TYPES OF CHALLENGES TO UNITED STATES

Here, as I see it, are three types of
projects:
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First. Independent U.S. projects for
our own people.

Second. U.S. and international col-
laborative projects which will concern
many people.

Third. Independent foreign projects
on behalf of the needs in individual for-
eign nations.

In other words, the International
Health Year is an opporfunity to raise
our targets.

Targets for whom?

First. For ourselves, as one nation.

Second. For all peoples, across the
board.

Third. For other individual nations
and regions.

Obviously therefore, all other nations
will similarly have to think through
what they propose to do and can do for
themselves and/or for others.

AMERICA'S PRIMARY RESPONSIBILITY

But as the leading power, no nation
faces greater responsibilities or greater
opportunities than ourselves.

No nation can do, has done or will do
more in both public health and in medi-
cal research than ourselves.

The United States, of course, is but
one of the member nations of the World
Health Organization. It is not for us to
attempt to tell World Health Organiza-
tion what it should do. We have never
presumed to do so. Rather, consistent
with our past record in World Health
Organization, we would simply submit to
it the very best judgment which we
could make available and seek to secure
favorable action by the majority and if
possible, all members.

THE BASIC WHO DECISIONS

So, would the other nations do like=-
wise, WHO, would thereafter, through
its able Director-General, Dr. M. G. Can-~
dau, through its executive committee and
through its general assembly, decide (a)
what is feasible, (b) what is desirable,
(¢) what is necessary, and (d) and how,
when, where, and with what resources.

Let it be noted that the International
Health Year will cost money. How much
money will depend upon the projects
to be decided upon, their nature and
their scope. Neither Senate Resolution
361 of the 85th Congress, nor Senate
Resolution 129 of the 86th Congress, spe=
cifically provides money.

But I am certain that when the time
comes, the money will be forthcoming.
It has been forthcoming for the Interna-
tional Refugee Year. It was generously
and rightly made available for the In-
ternational Geophysical Year.

NO CURE-ALL TO WORLD PROBLEMS

Here, however, let it be noted that the
International Health Year is not pur-
ported to be the cure-all to the world’s
medical problems.

It is simply a means by which we can
break through to higher levels of attack
against those problems. It is a means by
which we can raise the visibility of the
people of the United States and the
peoples of the world to the nature of
health needs and resources.

Most major health problems, by their
very nature, cannot be solved in a 12-
month period, or an 18-month period, or
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even perhaps a decade or a quarter cen-
tury. Buf that is no reason why we
should not start or proceed ahead.

The value of an intensive period of
collaboration has long since been proven,
g'otably in the International Geophysical

ear.

Research, in particular, never offers a
guarantee of success. No one can devise
a timetable for future discoveries. The
problems of cancer for example, may be
solved in 1960 or in 1970 or still later.
No one can be sure.

Nor can the world’s shortage of doe-~
tors, nurses, and other specialists be
solved overnight. Training takes time,
long years.

But the time to begin is at hand.

CARRY ON EXISTING PROGRAMS

Here, too, a further fact should be
noted. Nothing would be more contrary
to the spirit of the International Health
Year than to lag in present health pro-
grams.

In other words, we have a health job
to do right now—in 1959, 1960, 1961, and
in the period thereafter. We must pro-
vide every possible nickel which we can
for these purposes. We must not hold
back one iota, simply waiting for the
International Health Year to commence
in 1963 or 1964.

I point this out because the World
Health Organization currently does not
have sufficient finanecial resources to
move ahead on one of its own great
projects, namely: the worldwide ma-
laria eradication program. As Dr, M. G.
Candau has pointed out: Antimalaria
funds must be provided right now if
the present campaign is to be prosecuted
to a victorious conclusion. Let us not,
therefore, in preoccupation with what
might be done in 1963 or 1964, forget
what we must do right now.

IMPORTANCE OF HILL-FOGARTY LEGISLATION

As for U.S. congressional action, start-
ing next January, we must not delay
at all in the second session of the 86th
Congress in moving ahead on interna-
tional health legislation.

No single step would be more impor=
tant than House approval of Hill-
Fogarty legislation to create a National
Institute for International Medical Re-
search. The great coauthors, Alabama’s
distinguished senior Senator, LiSTER
Hmr, and Rhode Island’s devoted Rep-
resentative, Joun FocarTy, are the lead-
ing builders of what could become the
most important single institution for the
International Health Year or any year.

The International Institute is not just
necessary, it is indispensable. No one
has more eloguently proved the case for
it than its tireless champion, LISTER
HiILL,

TRIBUTE TO HEW DEPARTMENT

Meanwhile, fortunately, the Interna-
tional Health Year has been the subject
of very careful consideration by out-
standing authorities.

In May 1959 there was held here in the
city of Washington a conference of the
National Citizen's Committee for the
World Health Organization. That con-
ference heard a splendid address by Sec-
retary of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare, Arthur Flemming. Dr. Flemming
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stated his enthusiasm for the concept of
the year and his words were a source of
inspiration to all present.

Secretary Flemming’'s comments were
faithfully implemented in the World
Health Assembly which started shortly
thereafter in Geneva. No single indi-
vidual contributed more to the effort of
implementation than the able Surgeon
General of the U. S. Public Health Serv-
ice, Dr. Leroy Burney. I wish to pay
tribute to Dr. Burney and to his special
assistant for international affairs, Dr.
H. van Zile Hyde, for the splendid con-
tributions which they have made in this
as in other respects.

I want to state, too, that outstanding
in the careful consideration of this mat-
ter has been America’s most foremost
medical research leader, Dr. James
Shannon, Director of the National Insti-
tutes of Health.

ROLE ON INTERNATIONAL HEALTH
SUBCOMMITTEE

I am pleased to report that the Inter-
national Health Study which is being
conducted by the Senate Committee on
Government Operations has been in con-
tinuous contact with these leaders and
with this entire project. Indeed, I be-
lieve it is safe to say that no single
source, in or out of Congress, has initi-
ated, or has received more contacts, not
only here in the United States but
throughout the world, concerning the
International Health Year than has this
subcommittee.

For the health year, we must not set
our sights either too high or too low. We
must attempt to do the possible, but must
not shrink from attempting new, bold,
and imaginative programs.

DR. GUNDERSEN'S SOUND COMMENTS

A welcome cue for our role has come
from the American Medical Association,
to which I earlier refered. I should like
to point out that the distinguished past
president of the American Medical Asso-
ciation, Dr. Gunnar Gundersen has urged
that great body to offer leadership and
maximum help to the proposed Inter-
national Health Year.

As reported in the December 15, 1959,
issue of the AMA News, Dr. Gundersen
said that the health year would give med-
icine a chance to offer imagination on the
international scene and make a contri-
bution to world understanding.

Speaking at the opening of the 12th
clinical meeting of the House of Delegates
of the American Medical Association,
Dr. Gundersen declared that “the time
has passed for policies based on gener-
alities, platitudes, and flagwaving.”
He then suggested that the association
offer support and cooperation to propo-
sals for the International Medical Year.

So, too, we look to the Nation’s leaders
in other life sciences—to biology and
chemistry for example—for maximum
contributions.

That is why I wanted to see Senate
Resolution 129 enacted. What it does
is flash a “green light” to the President
of the United States and to the people
of the United States.

It says: “Please proceed ahead. Please
hold the necessary conferences and as-
semblies, so that the broadest thinking,
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the best thinking which can be mobilized
is made available.”
EVERYONE MUST DO HIS PART

Who should be represented in these
conferences and assemblies?

Everyone who can make a constructive
contribution. Doctors and laymen, civic
leaders and scientific leaders. There is
room for all. There is opportunity for
all. Let each do what he can. That
includes, for example, the voluntary
health agencies and the other great or-
ganizations which represent millions of
Americans in all walks of life.

The International Health Year will be
a success if all of us help make it a suc-
cess. Where? Right in our own back-
yards, so to speak, as well as through-
out the world.

My words include the Congress. They
include the executive branch. I include
great leaders like Dr. Detlev Bronk of
the National Academy of Sciences—Na-
tional Research Council. I include la-
bor and business and agriculture,
women’s organizations, veterans’ groups,
and professional organizations.

May I respectfully extend, therefore,
this invitation to them. I extend it to
the fine National Health Council and
the American Public Health Associa-
tion—which convenes next month in At-
lantic City.

I extend the invitation especially to
those who guard the Nation’s health—
our physicians to whom we look for con-
tinued guidance.

Let International Health Year meet-
ings be held. Let problems and projects
be explored. Let us get on with the task
of the advance work.

I invite now the comments and re-
actions of the American public. They
may wish to obtain copies of this legis-
lation, together with a reprint of my
June 5, 1959, comments and of a splen-
did article on the health year which
was published in the May 29, 1959, issue
of Science magazine, published by the
American Association for the Advance-
ment of Science.

I include now, an editorial from the
May 12, 1959, issue of the New York
Times which was published on the day
of the opening of the 12th World Health
Assembly in Geneva. This editorial
rightly stressed the concept of continuity
in health advances.

I ask unanimous consent that the edi-
torial be printed in the REcCORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

‘WoRrLp HEALTH PLANNING

Another conference is opening in Geneva
today. It will not be controversial, except as
its members try to find ways to do a good job
better. This is the annual Assembly of the
World Health Organization, and its 12th
meeting.

The function of this Assembly is to ex-
amine the proposals for the organization’'s
operations next year. High on the list is the
continuing fight against communicable and
preventable disease. The gains made thus
far are encouraging and this is the time to
give fresh impetus to the various campaigns,

Part of this impetus should come from the
plan to make 1961 an international “year”
for medical research and its support. Appro=-
priate legislation is before our Congress to
further this plan. But in the minds of all
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those who are concerned with world health
planning is the larger concept of more than a
“year.” It can be a decade or half a century.
The very existence of a World Health Organ-
ization has shown us there there can be no
narrow geographical limits in this field.
There are also no time limits. The good fight
must be waged until the last battle is won.

The Labor-Management Reform Bill
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ROBERT C. BYRD

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Saturday, September 12, 1959

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, I voted for the Kennedy-Ervin
bill when it passed the Senate, and I also
voted for the conference report when it
came to the Senate. I have been criti-
cized for my vote by a district president
of the UMWA in West Virginia, and I
have received from his office a resolu-
tion of condemnation, to which I have
today responded by letfer. I ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the
Recorp the resolution and a press article
carrying the labor leader’s attack upon
the two West Virginia Senators, pub-
lished in the Beckley (W. Va.) Post-
Herald, on September 10, 1959. I also
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the ReEcorp my letter of reply to the
resolution of condemnation.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion, article, and letter were ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas during the past several years in
the National Congress, a group known as the
Senate Labor Rackets Committee has been
developing a pattern of approach designed to
destroy the organized labor movement and
reduce the men and women who toil to chat-
tel slaves, It accomplished its work well in
providing a forum of discussion and dissem-
ination to the public of a garbled and dis-
torted plcture of union labor. Whenever and
wherever possible this committee worked In
the atmosphere of the savage passions of
‘Washington politics and the irreconcilable
conflict of personal conscience and personal
ambition; and

‘Whereas the hour of decision came to the
Congress within the past few days when
against the pleading of House Speaker Ray-
BURN, & coalition of southern Democrats and
reactionary Republicans were successful in

the Landrum-Griffin bill—the most
stringent of the three before the honorable
body—a bill designed by the malefactors of
great wealth and the disciples of entrenched
greed to take the laboring masses back down
that long road when we were nothing more
than outcasts deprived of performing any
meaningful function in our communities,
denied the basic necessitles of life including
adequate health care and unable to main-
tain the minimum standards of decency this
social stagnation made living a thing to be
deplored; and

‘Whereas in the last political campaign we
were confronted with political chameleons—
lizards that change color of their skin—who
uttered praise and platitudes for the greatest
labor tion in all the world—the
United Mine Workers of America—and swore
alleglance to the cause we collectively
espouse. In these allegations they gave only
lipservice and we submit that to this date
they have not performed one single act that
may be considered constructive in perform-
ing the task they purported to perform—the
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slogan on thelr campalgn posters was “Bulld
West Virginia With Ranporpe and Byrp.”

Whereas this stab in the back will, if not
taken lightly, perform a great service for our
people—it will cause them to come to the
realization that a politicilan cannot be
trusted when the chips are down; it will
awake in them the graveness of the situa-
tion and cause them to realize anew that
their only hope 1s in the power and influence
of our great organization and our great
leader, John L. Lewis, who has tolled always
with unyielding courage and persistence in
their best Interest, In the discharge of his
duties, Mr. Lewis in his high office, has with
fairness of appraisal, poise amid confusion, a
kindly heart, a nobility of goodness, and the
simple faith in men that all great leaders
possess continued to give much of himeself
to make the road smoother, the trip more
rewarding as we have journeyed down
through the years and continue into the
uncertain tomorrow; and

Whereas this good 1aan made an appeal
through our legislative agent, Bob Howe, to
the several Representatives and Senators, to
stand by their campalgn promise and keep
West Virginia building. For this only can
be accomplished by keeping labor free in free
America. Prior to this he appealed person-
ally to our two Senators on behalf of the
confirmation of Lewis Strauss. You know
the answer as it Is a matter of public record.
Before Congress had barely convened in Jan-
uary they went contrary to our great leader
on civil rights leglislation. When the ques-
tion arises as to what they thought is the
best interests of our union—their hitting
average is 100 percent against your wives and
children and those yet unborn. For the far-
reaching effects of this labor legislation will
be here to plague us for many, many years
to come if it follows the pattern of Taft-
Hartley; and

Whereas during all this hour of betrayal
three Representatives from West Virginia did
not forget the men and women who sent
them to Congress and will keep them there—
Mrs. ELzABeTH KEeE, Mr, HARLEY STAGGERS,
and Mr. CLEVELAND M. Bamey stood up and
were counted on our side if you please.
Through courage, honest devotion, and un-
sullied fighting spirit they proved their
worth beyond question in this grave respon-
sibility of thelr stewardship. Their integrity
in office and faithfulness to trust has ever
been their longing and aspiration—they covet
and cultivate your friendship by deeds not
words and promises; and

Whereas we believe that those who have
been faithful to their trust should be re-
warded—Ilikewlse our betrayers should re-
celve our everlasting condemnation. We
must have Representatives who realize that
while their duties present a thorny and
laborious problem, the reward of a task well
done becomes progress toward the fulfill-
ment of human destiny; therefore be it

Resolved, That Local Union 9375 of Tralee,
W. Va, in regular meeting assembled, con-
demn the action of our Senators and Rep-
resentatives in the National Congress who
play footsie with the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, the Manufacturers Assoclation, and
all other groups who prowl the streets and
buildings In our Nation’s Capital seeking to
prevent the people who toll in America from
having some of the better things of life, and
commend for high honors, KEg, BAILEY, and
Sraccers; and be it further

Resolved, That we begin to plan now to
eliminate from the lawmaking body those
who stood against us in the supreme chal-
lenge and put our plans into action when we
go to the polls in 1960.

Fraternally submitted.

This resolution was unanimously adopted
at the District 20, United Mine Workers of
America Labor Day celebration held at Pine-
ville, W. Va., Monday, September 7, 1959.
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The motion to adopt the resolution was
made by Fred Wooten, Local Union 6026,
Coalwood, W. Va., and was seconded by
Ernest Moore, Local Union 7633, Thorpe,
W.Va.

[From the Beckley (W. Va.) Post-Herald,
Sept. 10, 1959]

TiTLER BLASTS SENATORS FOR "“STAB IN THE
Bacx™

West Virginia's two U.S. Senators, Jew-
NINGS RAnpoLPH, of Elkins, and RoBErT C.
Byep, of Sophia, have been accused of “stab-
bing labor in the back” in a resolution al-
ready mailed to them and now being sent to
every local union of the United Mine Workers
of America in the State.

The resolution was adopted at the Labor
Day celebration Monday in Pineville. George
J. Titler, president of District 29, of the
TUMWA, repeated some of the charges made
against RanooLPH and BYrp in Pineville.

Titler said: “The labor unions and coal
miners, especially In West Virginia, have
been shocked and nauseated by the action
of the so-called pro-labor ByYrRp and RAN-
DoLPH in the 86th Congress.

“The first real stab in the back by Ran-
porrH and Byrp, a stab at the coal miners
of West Virginia, was when they allowed
Lywpon JoHnsow to pull them around by
the nose and get them to vote against Lewis
Strauss when his confirmation came before
the U.S. Senate for Secretary of Commerce.

“For 10 years we have been trying to get
quotas on import of residual oil—and 2
months after Strauss succeeded in having
this done the two Senators from West Vir-
ginia cut his throat from ear to ear. Their
votes constituted the balance of power which
rejected him.

“Their next two antilabor votes were for
the Kennedy-Erwin bill and when they voted
for the compromise Landrum-Grifiin bill,

“In the last 10 years we have had three
nasty thrusts of fascism in America. The
first was the Taft-Hartley Act, the second
the right-to-work laws in 19 States, and the
third the Eennedy-Erwin and Landrum-
Griffin bills.”

The blunt resolution of protest came from
UMWA Local 9375 at Tralee. It was unani-
mously adopted by those present for the
celebration.

SepTEMBER 12, 1958.
Mr. GEORGE TITLER,
President District 29, United Mine Workers
of America, Beckley, W. Va.

Dear Georce: I have noted the Beckley
Post-Herald story of September 10, captioned
“Titler Blasts Benators for ‘Stab In the
Back.'” The article refers to a resolution
adopted at the District 29 Labor Day cele-
bration in Pineville on September 7, and
states that the resolution is being maliled to
Senator RawnpoLPH and to me and every
UMWA local union in the State.

I have received the resolution. It came
to me in an envelope mailed from Beckley
and bearing your return address. I have
noted the condemnation of my action, and
that of Senator RanporrH and Congressmen
HecHLER, StacK, and Mooere, in voting for
the labor-management reform bill which
recently passed both Houses of the Congress.

The resolution speaks of “political cha-
meleons” who, in the last political campaign,
“swore allegiance” to the cause which the
United Mine Workers of America “collec-
tive espouse.” May I say that those who
prepared the resolution, and I assume you
took part in its preparation, might do well
to remember that I stated, time and again,
during the last campaign, that I intended to
vote for a labor- ment reform bill.
I made this statement to the people several
times during my appearances on television
and otherwise. No individual need have
been under any false impression as to where
I stood, because I felt at that time, as I
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feel now, that the American people as a
whole wanted and deserved some legisla-
tion to prevent, #s much as possible, future
corruption and racketeering in the labor=
management field. The rank-and-file meme-
bership of many of our unions needed pro-
tection, and I am confident that many of
the labor leaders “hemselves throughout the
country realized that something had to be
done.

The resolution goes on to state, in refer-
ring to the two West Virginia Senators, as
follows:

“To this date they have not performed
one single act that may be considered con-
structive in performing the task they pur-
ported to perform—the slogan on their cam-
palgn posters was ‘bulld West Virginia With
RawporrH and Byrn.' "

It Is to be regretited that those who seek
to criticize Senator RanpoLpE and me find
it convenient to overlook the many efforts
we have put forth In behalf of our State and
our people. We have performed not “one
single act” but many acts which should
redound to the best interests of our con-
stituency. What about the Coal Research
and Development Act, which was cospon-
sored by the two West Virginia Senators?
The efforts of Senator RANDOLPH and me in
urging upon our leadership and upon the
appropriate committee of the Senate that
action be taken on this measure, were re-
sponsible in great measure for enactment
of this legislation. What about the area
redevelopment legislation which passed the
Benate several months ago? Have those who
criticize us today forgotten that my sub-
committee held hearings in West Virginia
on the need for such legislation and that
Senator RanpoLPH appeared and gave testi-
mony in its behalf? What about the Youth
Conservation Corps Act? This bill, which
Benator RannorpH and I joined in cospon-

passed the Senate, and its enactment
into law would put many thousands of
young men to work. What about the public
works measures which have been made pos-
sible by the work of the West Virginia Sen-
ators on the Public Works Committee and
the Senate Appropriations Committee?
These projects will put men to work at Sum-
mersville and Princeton and East Rainelle
and at other places throughout the State.
What about the appropriations made by my
committee for armory construction in West
Virginia? Ask our mutual friend, Congress-
man BAmLEY, as to who was responsible for
the inclusion of additional moneys for West
Virginia in the military construction appro-
priation bill,

I could go on and on, if it were necessary,
to recall the many accom nts by the
West Virginia delegation in the Congress, but
I shall only touch now upon one other sig-
nificant action by Senator RANDOLFH and me,
inasmuch as you have been gquoted in the
press as alluding to the Strauss episode. You
have criticized our vote in opposition to the
confirmation of Lewis Strauss. You would
have the rank-and-file membership of the
UMWA believe that Mr, Strauss was solely
responsible for the imposition of mandatory
controls on imports of residual oil. You
should have known that this is not the case.
The voice of Mr. Strauss was only one voice,
and who is there to say that his successor
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will not favor mandatory import quotas? In
bringing up the matter of mandatory import
controls on residual oil, why do you not give
credit where it belongs? In my 7 years in
the Congress I have been waging this fight,
as have others of the West Virginia delega-
tlon. Prior to the imposition of mandatory
controls this year, your two West Virginia
Senators and the West Virginia Members in
the House of Representatives waged a deter-
mined campaign to have the President in-
stitute such controls. We went to Acting
Secretary Strauss; we met with the Direc-
tor of the Office of Civil and Defense Mobi-
lization, Mr. Leo Hoegh; we went to the
Department of the Interior; we took our fight
to the late Deputy Secretary of Defense,
Donald Quarles; we went to Under Secretary
Dillon in the Department of State; and Sen-
ator RanporrE and I climaxed our efforts
by going direct to the President of the United
States in the White House. We helped to
fight the battles and carry the burden in
the heat of the day, but your statement
seeks to glve Mr. Strauss the credit. Mr.
Strauss has long since been gone from Gov-
ernment circles, but the import controls are
continuing. Of course, I have no way of
knowing how long they will remain in exist-
ence, because the New England area con-
tinues to bring considerable pressure on the
President to get him to recede from his
action. But the fact remains that your West
Virginia Senators and your House Members
were, In a very conslderable measure, respon-
sible for the Import controls.

As for the unfortunate Mr, Strauss, the
propaganda that was disseminated in his be-
half backfired on him, and he is about as
much to blame as is anyone for his own
defeat. Some of the New England Senators
were told that he helped to keep coal out
of their States; conversely, the two West Vir-
ginia Senators were told that he was a friend
of coal. 8o you can see that his supporters
were working both ends against the middle.
I voted against him because I did not feel
that it was in the best interests of the coun-
try to have him confirmed, and I reached
my decision after I had read the 1,128 pages
of the hearings. I think I did the right
thing, and I am willing to stand on my
declsion.

The resolution charges that the West Vir-
ginia Senators played “footsie with the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce, the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers, and all other
groups who prowl the streefs and builldings
in our Natlon's Capital seeking to prevent
the people who toil in America from having
some of the better things of life * * ** Your
two Senators have not played footsle with
these groups or with any other groups. We
simply do not wear anybody’s collar around
our necks.

The bill which passed the Congress will not
hurt honest unions, and it will give added
protection to the rank-and-file members in
the wunions. Honest wunion leaders have
nothing to fear from the legislation. George,
the flagrant disregard of the rights of the
rank and file members of organized labor
by men like Hoffa and Beck, and the corrup-
tion and racketeering that have been re-
vealed in the fields of both labor and man-
agement, made it imperative that some kind
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of legislation be enacted. The people of this
country, and this includes thousands of in-
dividuals in the ranks of labor, were deter-
mined that legislation should be written to
prevent such future abuses. I came up in
a workingman’s home, and my sentiments
have always been very friendly toward the
lot of working people, I cannot condone,
however, a reckless disregard of and a dis-
respect for the public, the Government, and
the union movement itself, by those who
would wreck organized labor in their efforts
to build little empires for themselves. Men
like Hoffa and Beck do not serve the best
interests of laboring men and women gen-
erally, so I am convinced that I voted for
that which was right, under the circum-
stances.

After the Eennedy-Ervin bill had passed
the Senate, I told you, George, that labor
would do well to support the Senate-passed
bill—else you would get even stronger legis-
lation before the session was over. It turned
out as I sald. Some people were adamant
in their opposition to any kind of labor-
management reform bill whatsoever, and, if
I remember correctly, this represented the
position of your national office. A few labor
leaders even went so far as to threaten Mem-
bers of Congress who supported such legis-
latlon, and their threats reacted against
labor. Many of the people who wrote in-
sisting that we support the bill and many
of the people who wrote demanding that no
bill be passed at all were entirely unfamiliar
with any of the provislons in the bill. I
would venture to say that, in various in-
stances, many of those who wrote protesting
the bill had been incited to write to us by
people like you, George.

I have been a friend of labor throughout
my 13 years in public service, and I am con-
fident that fairminded working men and
women will not be misled by a few individu-
als who, because I have not voted exactly
as would have pleased them in this instance,
would seek to have the union membership
belleve that I have betrayed labor. I have
had my battles with you before, George, and
I do not say this disrespectfully, but a man
can be with you 99 times and vote opposite
to your views once and you will crucify him
as one who has betrayed labor.

If certain labor tions had cleaned
house, the people would not have demanded
that the Congress do the job. I realize that
unions, generally, in West Virginia have not
been subjected to dishonest leadership, and
I have spoken with pride upon numerous oc-
casions concerning the honesty and fairness
of most of the union leaders In West Vir-
ginia, but this does not gainsay the fact that
a situation had developed in the Nation
which could no longer be tolerated.

If blame must be placed somewhere, then,
let it rest upon the shoulders of Hoffa and
Beck and others of their stripe. Let the
blame also be shared by those who publicly
defended Hoffa. Your two West Virginia
Senators and your House Members did nof
“stab labor in the back,” George; Ilabor’s
position was undermined by a few reckless
leaders who stubbornly refused to read the
handwriting on the wall,

Bincerely yours,
RoserT C. BYRD,
U.S. Senaior.

SENATE

- MoxpaYy, SEptemBeRr 14, 1959

The Senate met at 9 o’clock a.m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D.D., offered the following
prayer:

O Thou God of light and love: Our
lives here are so swiftly lived; as the

flower that fadeth and the grass that
withereth, so are we. It is ours to re-
ceive, today, the inheritance of yesterday,
and to transmit it, unwasted and un-
sullied, to tomorrow.

For all that this National Chamber—
where free speech is glorified, where the
people’s voice is heard, with no dictator’s
padlock on to the stirring
life of these days of ferment, we give
Thee thanks.

As another session of this body nears
its close, we are grateful for the rich fel-
lowship of minds which, although differ-
ing in viewpoint, yet are united in their
dedication to great causes; we thank
Thee for the joy of discovering common
aspirations and sharing in combined
achievements.

Save us from nursing our disappoint-
ments, from brooding over defeats, or
from being haunted by ghostly regrets.
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